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PROJECT COMMITMENTS
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TIP Project R-5311

Project Development and Environmental Analysis Unit

e Additional coordination will occur with the State Historic Preservation Office if it is
determined during the design phase that full movement access to SR 1131 (Saluda Hall
Road) for the National Register-eligible Newsome-Hall House property cannot be provided.

Roadway Design Unit

e No additional right of way or easements will be acquired from the National Register-eligible
Newsome-Hall House property.

e A small family cemetery, the Keene Cemetery, was identified along the new location portion
of the project, just south of SR 1409 (Hall Siding Road). Its approximate location is
identified on Figure 2D. The cemetery lies in close proximity to the proposed right of way.
Efforts will be made during final design to avoid the cemetery if possible.
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Finding of No Significant Impact
Prepared by AECOM for the
Project Development and Environmental Analysis Unit of the
North Carolina Department of Transportation
In Consultation with
The Federal Highway Administration

I. TYPE OFACTION

This is a Federal Highway Administration (FHWA) administrative action, Finding of No
Significant Impact (FONSI).

The FHWA has determined this project will have no significant impact on the environment. This
FONSI is based on the October 31, 2013 Environmental Assessment (EA) and subsequent public
involvement and comment. The EA has been independently evaluated by the FHWA and
determined to adequately and accurately discuss the need, environmental issues, and impacts of
the proposed project. The EA provides sufficient evidence and analysis for determining that an
Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) is not required. The FHWA takes full responsibility for
the accuracy, scope, and content of the EA.

1. DESCRIPTION OF PROPOSED ACTION

A. Project Description

The proposed project will make improvements to existing NC 11, SR 1212 (Shortcut Road) and
portions of existing US 13 from just south of the NC 11 intersection with NC 561 to the US 13
interchange with US 158 and NC 45, a distance of approximately 7.8 miles (see Figure 1). The
project has been broken up into two sections for funding purposes:

Section A: Construction of an interchange at the existing intersection of
NC 11/SR 1212 (Shortcut Road) and SR 1213 (Old NC 11 Road) and construction of a
grade separation at SR 1130 (Modlin Hatchery Road)

Section B: Remainder of the project from just south of the intersection of NC 11 and
NC 561 to the intersection of US 13/US 158/NC 45

B. Project Purpose & Need

The purpose of the proposed project is to improve the safety of the NC 11/US 13 corridor
between the NC 11/NC 561 intersection and the US 13/US 158/NC 45 intersection in Hertford
County.

Finding of No Significant Impact 1 December 2015
TIP Project R-5311



C. Cost Estimates

The current estimated cost for the proposed project is $79,091,360, which includes $1,812,640
for right of way acquisition, $511,720 for utility relocation, $6,267,000 for wetland/stream
mitigation, and $70,500,000 for construction. Section A of the project (TIP Project R-5311 A) is
included in the current 2016-2025 federally approved North Carolina State Transportation
Improvement Program (STIP). Funding for TIP Project R-5311 A in the STIP includes $360,000
for utility relocation, $25,000 for right of way acquisition and $10,850,000 for construction.
Funding for TIP Project R-5311 B is not included in the current STIP.

D. Project Schedule

According to the 2016-2025 STIP, utility relocation and mitigation for Section A is scheduled to
begin in fiscal year FY 2016, with construction scheduled for FY 2017. Right-of-way and
construction for Section B are unfunded and are not scheduled in the 2016-2025 STIP.

I11. SELECTED ALTERNATIVE

A. Alternatives Studied in Detail

Along with the no-build alternative, a total of six alternatives were initially considered for this
project. Four alternatives were carried forward for detailed study in the EA; these four detailed
study alternatives are described below.

Alternative 1 — Freeway (Part New Location)

This alternative proposes the upgrade of existing NC 11 and SR 1212 (Shortcut Road) to a four-
lane freeway from south of NC 561 to US 13. A four-lane roadway on new location would be
constructed between SR 1212 (Shortcut Road) at US 13 and existing US 13 at its northern
intersection with NC 461. Full control of access is proposed for this new roadway. Existing
US 13 will be upgraded to a four-lane freeway from its northern intersection with NC 461 to
south of US 158/NC 45. Interchanges will be constructed to replace the intersections of NC 11
with NC 561 and NC 11/SR 1212 (Shortcut Road) with NC 11.

Alternative 3 — Freeway/Expressway (Existing Location)

This alternative proposes the upgrade of existing NC 11 and SR 1212 (Shortcut Road) to a
four-lane freeway from south of NC 561 to US 13. The portion of US 13 from SR 1212
(Shortcut Road) to NC 461 would be widened to four lanes with partial control of access (one
driveway per parcel). Existing US 13 would be upgraded to a four-lane freeway between the
northern intersection with NC 461 to south of US 158/NC 45. Interchanges would be
constructed at NC 11 and NC 561, NC 11/SR 1212 (Shortcut Road) and the northern intersection
of US 13 and NC 461.
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Alternative 5 — Superstreet (Existing Location)

This alternative proposes the upgrade of NC 11, existing SR 1212 (Shortcut Road), and existing
US 13 to a four-lane roadway from south of NC 561 to south of US 158/NC 45. Partial control
of access would be obtained along existing US 13 between SR 1212 (Shortcut Road) and the
northern intersection with NC 461 since this section of US 13 currently has no control of access.
Although an interchange would be constructed at the northern intersection of US 13 and NC 461,
a superstreet design would be utilized at the remaining intersections, with the exception of NC 11
and NC 561, which would be an offset or “dog leg” superstreet design.

Alternative 6 — Superstreet (Part New Location)

This alternative proposes the upgrade of existing NC 11 and SR 1212 (Shortcut Road) to a
four-lane roadway from south of NC 561 to US 13. A four-lane roadway on new location would
be constructed between SR 1212 (Shortcut Road) at US 13 and the northern intersection of US
13 at NC 461, which would be grade-separated. Full control of access would be obtained for the
new location portion of the project beyond SR 1408 (Saluda Hall Road). Existing US 13 would
be upgraded to a four-lane roadway between NC 461 to south of US 158/NC45. No
interchanges would be constructed with this alternative. A superstreet design would be utilized
at intersections, with the exception of NC 11 and NC 561, which would be an offset or “dog leg”
superstreet design.

Each alternative listed above was shown to the public at the design public hearing held on June
9, 2014. Table 1 presents a comparison of the detailed study alternatives evaluated in the EA.
The table has been updated to reflect changes in the alternatives that have been made to
minimize impacts.
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Table 1: Comparison of Detailed Study Alternatives

Resource Alternative 1 | Alternative 3 | Alternative5 | Alternative 6

Project Length (miles) 7.9 7.7 7.7 7.9

Residential 1 54 54 1
Relocations

Business 0 0 0 0
Adverse/Disproportionate
Impacts to Minority/ No Yes' Yes' No
Low Income Populations
Historic Properties
(adverse effect) 0 1 1 0
Section 4(f) Impacts 0 2 2 0
Forested Impacts (acres) 157.0 131.1 99.8 123.4
Prime Farmland (acres) 11.2 26.4 26.7 8.9
Noise Impacts 2 26 26 1
Wetland Impacts (acres) 105.9 73.1 45.9 80.1
Stream Impacts (linear feet) 1,126 1,166 1,166 1,163
Construction Cost $70,500,000 $77,600,000 $57,000,000 $53,500,000
Wetland/Stream Mitigation Cost? $6,267,000 $4,561,000 $3,121,000 $4,929,000
Utility Relocation Cost $511,720 $818,920 $818,920 $511,720
Right of Way Cost $1,812,640 $15,543,520 $14,969,690 $1,243,270
Total Cost $79,091,360 $98,523,440 $75,909,610 $60,183,990

Notable adverse community impacts to low income and minority populations are anticipated with Alternatives 3 and 5 due to the high number
of relocations and the subsequent loss of community cohesion. Ultimately, benefits and burdens resulting from the project are not anticipated

to be equitably distributed throughout the community. The majority of potentially displaced residents are members of this local community.

According to the NCDOT relocation report, available housing is expected to accommodate potentially displaced residents, though not within the

immediate area.

2
Wetland/Stream Mitigation costs have been recalculated using lower fee HU rates associated with the project vicinity.

(NCDEQ EEP Mitigation Fees)
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B. Recommended Alternative

Based on the impacts documented in the EA and in this document, Alternative 1 has been
selected by NCDOT as the least environmentally damaging practicable alternative (LEDPA) for
the proposed project. The NEPA/404 Merger Team concurred, with three abstentions, on the
selection of Alternative 1 as the LEDPA on April 13, 2015. (The Merger Team is defined in the
EA, Section VI-C, page 51.) Concurrence was also reached by the Merger Team on
Concurrence Point 4A (Avoidance and Minimization Measures) on August 19, 2015. Copies of
each concurrence form are included in Appendix B of this document.

Alternative 1 was selected as the LEDPA because it best serves the project’s purpose and need,
while also balancing impacts to the human and natural environment. The alternative proposes
full control of access and construction of interchanges at the intersections of NC 11 with NC 561
and NC 11/SR 1212. The proposed interchanges will grade separate traffic at key intersections
which have experienced a high rate of severe injury and fatal crashes. Alternative 1 provides the
highest safety benefit of the four detailed study alternatives. Table 2 compares the predicted
reduction in crashes within the project limits for each alternative compared to the no-build
alternative. This analysis comparison was completed using safety performance functions from
the Highway Safety Manual and safety performance functions specifically developed for North
Carolina. The analysis was performed by the NCDOT Traffic Safety Unit.

Table 2: Alternative Safety Analysis Comparison

Predicted Crash A

Alternative Description Erom No-Build

Freeway, part on new

i 52% decrease
location

Alternative 1

Freeway/expressway on

7. . 45% decrease
existing location

Alternative 3

Superstreet on existing

0
location (no interchanges) 24% decrease

Alternative 5

Superstreet, part on new

0,
location (no interchanges) 24% decrease

Alternative 6

Due to the history of accidents at NC 11/NC 561 and NC 11/11, Hertford County and the Peanut
Belt Rural Planning Organization passed resolutions in 2012 asking for NCDOT to address
safety concerns at these intersections.  Various intersection improvements have been
implemented through the NCDOT Spot Safety program to try to improve safety at the
intersections. Some of these improvements included an added signal at NC 11/NC 561
(providing marginal improvement), the addition of beacons with various configurations at
NC 11/11 (with unsuccessful results), and the eventual termination of the eastern leg (SR 1213)
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of the NC 11/NC 11 intersection. TIP Project R-5311 was created to address the ongoing safety
concerns.

As the table above shows, Alternative 1 is predicted to result in the most reduction in crashes.

Alternative 1 in Comparison to Alternatives 3 and 5

Although Alternatives 3 and 5 will have less of an impact on wetlands and streams than
Alternative 1, Alternatives 3 and 5 are projected to provide fewer safety benefits than Alternative
1 and result in more impacts to the human environment. Neither Alternative 3 nor Alternative 5
IS anticipated to provide as great a safety benefit as Alternative 1 (45% decrease in crash rates for
Alternative 1 versus 52% for Alternative 3 and 24% decrease for Alternative 5). Alternatives 3
and 5 will both result in the relocation of 53 more homes than Alternative 1 (54 versus 1).
Alternatives 3 and 5 will both have disproportionately high and adverse impacts to the Pleasant
Plains community, a low-income and minority community (Alternative 1 will have no notably
adverse community impacts on the Pleasant Plains community). Alternatives 3 and 5 will both
have an "adverse effect” on three historic properties (Alternative 1 will have "no effect" on any
historic properties). Alternatives 3 and 5 will both have substantially more traffic noise impacts
than Alternative 1 (26 homes impacted versus 2). Alternatives 3 and 5 will both require
relocating 75 graves (Alternative 1 will not relocate any graves). Alternative 3 will also cost
approximately 25 percent more than Alternative 1 ($98.5 million versus $79.1 million), while
Alternative 1 will be slightly more expensive than Alternative 5 ($79.1million versus $75.9
million, or 4 percent more).

As stated previously, both Alternatives 3 and 5 will affect three historic properties. These
historic properties are protected by Section 4(f) of the USDOT Act of 1966, as amended.
Section 4(f) stipulates publicly owned land from a public park, recreation area, wildlife and
waterfowl refuge, and all historic sites of national, state and local significance may be used for
federal projects only if: a) there is no feasible and prudent alternative to the use of the land; and
b) the project includes all possible planning to minimize harm to 4(f) lands resulting from such
use. Alternative 1 is a feasible and prudent alternative to either Alternative 3 or Alternative 5.

The designs for Alternatives 3 and 5 were developed in order to minimize impacts of the
alternatives to homes and historic properties along existing US 13. A 46-foot median is
proposed for all of the alternatives for the project, including these alternatives. A 46-foot median
is typically the narrowest median provided on a facility such as this due to safety and drainage
concerns. However, a 23-foot median width and symmetrical widening was examined at two of
the historic properties, the Pleasant Plains Baptist Church and the Pleasant Plains Rosenwald
School, which are both eligible for the National Register of Historic Places. Because the two
historic properties are across the road from each other, symmetrical widening and constructing a
narrower 23-foot median would still affect both properties. Also, shifting the road enough to
completely avoid one property would increase impacts on the other. Alternative 3 with a 23-
foot median along existing US 13 would still relocate substantially more homes than Alternative
1. In addition, reducing the median width would reduce the safety benefits currently predicted to
be provided by Alternative 3, possibly resulting in 11% more crashes than would be expected
with a 46-foot median.
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Alternative 1 provides greater safety benefits, less human environmental impacts than both
Alternative 3 and Alternative 5 and costs less than Alternative 3, while costing only slightly
more than Alternative 5. For these reasons, NCDOT selected Alternative 1 over Alternatives 3
and 5 for the subject project.

Alternative 1 in Comparison to Alternative 6

Alternative 1 affects the same number of homes as Alternative 6, and both alternatives avoid the
historic resources noted above. Alternative 1 has slightly less stream impacts than Alternative 6.
However, Alternative 1 does impact more non-riparian wetlands than Alternative 6 and would
cost more.

Despite greater wetland impacts and costs, NCDOT prefers Alternative 1 over Alternative 6
because the full control of access facility proposed under Alternative 1 will lead to a greater
reduction in the number of predicted crashes than the superstreet facility proposed under
Alternative 6. Alternative 6 does not provide the same level of collision reduction and safety
improvements as Alternative 1, particularly at key intersections. The predicted crash reduction
benefit of Alternative 6 is anticipated to be less than half as effective as Alternative 1 (24%
decrease versus 52% decrease).

Both Alternatives 1 and 6 are expected to reduce crashes by removing the crossing movements
from the NC 11/NC 11 and NC 11/NC 561 intersections. However, the interchanges proposed
under Alternative 1 provide the additional benefit of removing left turning traffic. The
superstreet design proposed under Alternative 6 still allows vehicles to make left turns from the
main road to the side roads. There is the potential for a pattern of left turn, same roadway type
crashes to develop at these locations as a result. There is already a history of severe injury
crashes, primarily resulting from drivers choosing bad gaps at both of these intersections.

Both of these intersections have had histories of severe injury and fatal crashes and a number of
countermeasures have been implemented to address them. The closure of the SR 1213 leg of the
NC 11/NC 11 intersection was an unusual (and locally unpopular) temporary fix for a crash
problem until a permanent fix could be accommodated. The NC 561 intersection has
cantilevered overhead “Prepare to stop” LED signs on the NC 11 approaches to that intersection.
There are very few, if any other, two-lane intersections (two lanes for each leg) where such signs
have been installed. Innovative signal timing strategies were also implemented at this location to
extend the all-red phase to address red-light running issues. These countermeasures have helped,
but interchanges would provide the best long-term approach to safety at these two intersections.

Alternative 1 provides substantially greater safety benefits than Alternative 6. For this reason,
NCDOT has selected Alternative 1 over Alternative 6 for the subject project.
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V. SUMMARY OF ENVIRONMENTAL EFFECTS

Anticipated effects of the selected alternative are shown in Table 2 below.

Table 3: Summary of Environmental Effects

Resource Alternative 1
Project Length (miles) 7.9
Relocations Residential 1
Business 0
Adverse/Disproportionate Impacts to 0
Minority/Low Income Populations
Historic Properties (adverse effect) 0
Section 4(f) Impacts 0
Forested Impacts (acres) 157.0
Prime Farmland (acres) 11.2
Noise Impacts 2
Wetland Impacts (acres) 105.9
Stream Impacts (linear feet) 1,126
Construction Cost $70,500,000
Wetland/Stream Mitigation Cost $6,267,000
Utility Relocation Cost $511,720
Right of Way Cost $1,812,640
Total Cost $79,091,360
Finding of No Significant Impact 8
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V. COORDINATION AND COMMENTS

A. Circulation of the Environmental Assessment

Copies of the federal EA were made available to the public and to the following federal, state,
and local agencies:

US Army Corps of Engineers
* US Environmental Protection Agency
* US Fish & Wildlife Service
National Marine Fisheries Service
* NC Department of Administration — State Clearinghouse
* NC Department of Agriculture and Consumer Services — Agricultural Services
* NC Department of Cultural Resources — State Historic Preservation Office
* NC Department of Environment and Natural Resources — Div. of Waste Management
* NC Department of Environment and Natural Resources — Div. of Water Resources
* NC Wildlife Resources Commission

Asterisks (*) indicate agencies from which comments on the EA were received. Copies of their
comments are included in Appendix A of this document.

B. Comments on the Environmental Assessment

Responses to project-specific comments provided by each environmental agency are included
below.

US Environmental Protection Agency

COMMENT: “In summary, EPA has not identified an environmentally preferred alternative
and recognizes the potential environmental justice relocation issues associated with detailed
study alternatives (DSAs) #3 and #5 and their fewer jurisdictional impacts. EPA is
recommending that the NCDOT and FHWA confirm relocation impact totals and also provide
additional documentation for the FONSI regarding environmental justice issues. EPA will
participate on the NEPA/Section 404 Merger team and work with NCDOT, FHWA and
permitting and resources agencies on the selection of the Least Environmentally Damaging
Practicable Alternative (LEDPA).”

RESPONSE: Corrected and confirmed relocation impact totals are shown in Table 1 of this
document. Additional information regarding environmental justice issues is provided in Section
VI-G of this document.

COMMENT: “A comparison of impacts of the [Detailed Study Alternatives (DSAS)] #1, #3, #5,
and #6 is identified in Table 6 of the EA. EPA notes that for DSA #1, #3, and #5, the total
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relocation alternatives do not add up. These errors should be clarified prior to or at the
Concurrence Point 3, Least Environmentally Damaging Practicable Alternative (LEDPA)
meeting.”

RESPONSE: These errors were corrected in the Concurrence Point 3 merger meeting materials
and in Table 1 of this document.

COMMENT: “Most of the wetlands within the project study area are classified under the N.C.
Wetlands Assessment Methodology (NCWAM) as non-riparian hardwood flats. The EA
provided ‘NCDWAQ ratings’ for wetlands but did not utilize the NCWAM system.”

RESPONSE: Tables 14 and 16 of the EA both included NCWAM classifications for the wetland
sites in the project area, along with the NCDWQ ratings.

COMMENT: “Terrestrial forest impacts are provided in Table 11 of the EA. However, this
table includes maintained/disturbed areas which EPA does not generally consider to be terrestrial
forest. Terrestrial forest impacts range between 99.78 acres for DSA #5 and 164.16 acres for
DSA #1.”

RESPONSE: Table 11 of the EA presented terrestrial community impacts of all types, inclusive
of terrestrial forest impacts and impacts to maintained/disturbed areas. As noted in the comment,
impacts to terrestrial forest communities ranged from approximately 99 acres to 164 acres. Since
the EA was published, the designs associated with Alternative 1 were revised. As shown in

Table 1, Alternative 1 now is anticipated to impact 157 acres of forested terrestrial communities.

COMMENT: “DSAs #3 and #5 are also anticipated to cause a disproportionately high and
adverse impact to affected environmental justice communities (i.e., minority and low income)
because there is insufficient available housing in the area to accommodate relocates. NCDOT’s
and FHWA'’s environmental justice analysis is included on pages 42 and 43 of the EA and
includes demographics regarding county population percentages and income and poverty levels
within the minority communities. EPA requests that additional information be included in the
Finding of No Significant Impact (FONSI) regarding the availability of affordable housing
within the county as there were no demographics or perspective relocation reports to support the
statement concerning the lack of available housing.”

RESPONSE: The relocation reports for the project were included in Appendix B of the EA.
Section 1V-G of this document contains additional information regarding replacement housing
availability.

COMMENT: “Regarding the issue of community cohesion impacts, it is recommended that the
FONSI include specific information as to how community cohesion will be altered by DSAs #3
and #5.”

RESPONSE: The lack of available housing in the Pleasant Plains community will mean the
majority of those relocated by Alternatives 3 or 5 would likely have to move away from the
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Pleasant Plains area. The number of people that would have to relocate from this relatively small
community would affect community cohesion (see Section 1VV-G of this document).

COMMENT: “Prime farmland impacts range between 51.5 acres for DSA #6 and 68.9 acres for
DSA #3. The FONSI should identify if there are any prime farmland fields that are dissected by
DSAs #1 and #6 due to the new location aspects of those two alternatives.”

RESPONSE: Prime farmland impacts were errantly reported in the EA. See Section VI-F of
this document for updated prime and important farmland impacts for each detailed study
alternative. Impacts range from 8.9 acres to 26.7 acres. Designs presented in the EA for the new
location alternatives did bisect the Norfleet Hall farm. During preliminary design, efforts were
made to revise the alignment to reduce impacts to this operating farm. The alignment is now on
the boundary of that operating farm and does not result in a split of the property or an
uneconomical remnant of land.

COMMENT: “The FONSI should identify if there will potentially be access road issues
associated with the new location alternatives and if any proposed access roads will cause
additional impacts to jurisdictional resources.”

RESPONSE: Section IV-G of the EA discusses service roads required for the project. Impacts
of proposed service roads are included in the reported project impacts.

US Fish & Wildlife Service

COMMENT: “We understand that four alternatives remain under consideration. We will defer
recommending a preferred alternative until Concurrence Point 3 in the Merger Process.
However, we note that Alternatives 3 and 5 have the lowest wetland impacts and would likely
have the least impact on fish and wildlife resources. We also understand that Alternatives 3 and
5 have Section 4(f) impacts and are not preferred by the North Carolina Department of
Transportation.”

RESPONSE: Comment noted.

COMMENT: “The Atlantic sturgeon falls under the purview of the National Marine Fisheries
Service, but we concur that the project will have no effect on the red-cockaded woodpecker and
West Indian manatee.”

RESPONSE: Comment noted.

COMMENT: “We believe that the requirements of Section 7(a)(2) of the ESA have been
satisfied. We remind you that obligations under Section 7 consultation must be reconsidered if:
(1) new information reveals impacts of this identified action that may affect listed species or
critical habitat in a manner not previously considered in this review; (2) this action is
subsequently modified in a manner that was not considered in this review; (3) a new species is
listed or critical habitat determined that may be affected by the identified action.”
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RESPONSE: Comment noted.

COMMENT: “We note that there appears to be an error in Table S-1 on page 3 and in Table 6
on page 20 of the FEA. The total relocations row does not equal the residential and business
relocations when added together. Furthermore, these two tables do not match the numbers given
in Table 21 on page 41.”

RESPONSE: These errors were corrected in the Concurrence Point 3 merger packet and in
Table 1 of this document.

COMMENT: “The Service believes that this FEA adequately addresses the existing fish and
wildlife resources, the waters and the wetlands of the United States, and the potential impacts of
this proposed project on these resources.”

RESPONSE: Comment noted.

NC Department of Environment & Natural Resources — Division of Waste Management

COMMENT: “I searched the Petroleum Underground Storage Tank (UST) and Non-UST
Databases and those databases indicated the following petroleum releases are in the proposed
project area (Incident Numbers 6643, 8903, 10675, 11114, 11171, 88120, 88266, and 93018).
There is the potential to encounter petroleum contaminated soils at those incident locations.
However, | reviewed the above proposal and determined that this project should not have any
adverse impact upon groundwater.”

RESPONSE: As discussed in Section V-L of the EA, if right of way is required from any
potentially contaminated properties, soil and groundwater assessments will be performed prior to
right of way acquisition.

NC Department of Environment & Natural Resources — Division of Water Resources

COMMENT: “The project material indicates that the proposed highway improvements will
encounter an 8” PVC sewer line. Care should be taken to avoid any adverse impacts to any
sewer collection systems encountered.”

RESPONSE: Utilities affected by the project will be relocated prior to project construction.

COMMENT: “This project is being planned as part of the 404/NEPA Merger Process. As a
participating team member, the NCDWR will continue to work with the team.”

RESPONSE: Comment noted.
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NC Wildlife Resources Commission

COMMENT: “We do not have any specific comments on the document; however, we will
continue to assess the impacts associated with the remaining alternatives in preparation for the
selection of the LEDPA and for further avoidance and minimization measures.”

RESPONSE: Comment noted.

NC Department of Agriculture and Consumer Services — Agricultural Services

COMMENT: “The proposed route options for improvements to NC 11 and NC 13 in Hertford
County have the potential of irreversible damage and increases the loss of state important farm
and forest land in the immediate area. The NCDOT is encouraged to give due consideration of
routing and/or designs that would reduce the potential of negative environmental and economic
impacts on farm and forest land in the proposed work area and choose a route that limits these
damages. Preference should be given to using the existing land resources already being used for
the existing NC 11 and NC 13 routes where feasible.”

RESPONSE: Through the project development and NEPA / Section 404 Merger processes,
NCDOT has thoroughly considered all potential alternatives for this facility to ensure that
impacts to the natural and human environments are avoided and minimized to the extent
possible. Designs presented in the EA for the new location portion of the project bisected the
Norfleet Hall farm. During preliminary design, efforts were made to revise the alignment to
reduce impacts to this operating farm.

COMMENT: “Farm and forest lands are natural resources with no mitigation process. These
agribusiness resources cannot be replaced nor relocated once converted to other uses.
Improvements to NC 11 and NC 13 should preference designs that reduce potential negative
impacts on farms and forest land. These plans should also negate the formation of incompatible
and inaccessible land units that degrade agricultural production capabilities associated with the
area’s farm and agribusinesses.”

RESPONSE: Project alternatives have been evaluated based on impacts to all resources,
including farmland. Alternative 1, NCDOT’s selected alternative, would have the second least
impacts to prime and important farmland of the alternatives. Although Alternative 6 would have
less impact to prime and important farmland than Alternative 1, Alternative 6 would provide less
than half the predicted crash reduction benefit of Alternative 1 (see Section IlI-B of this
document). Designs presented in the EA for the new location portion of the project bisected the
Norfleet Hall farm. During preliminary design, efforts were made to revise the alignment to
reduce impacts to this operating farm.

COMMENT: *“Agricultural production incomes from locally grown products have a
considerable multiplier influence. It is estimated that for every 40 acres converted from
agricultural production, one agribusiness job and its associated economic activity is lost
indefinitely. Furthermore, the costs of community services used by agribusiness are usually
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minimal and therefore are net contributors to county budgets. Both current and future cost for
the conversion land from production agriculture is needed for an accurate evaluation which is not
accurately recognized by the Farmland Conversion Impact Rating using Form AD 1006.”

RESPONSE: NCDOT has followed the Natural Resources Conservation Service rules for
implementing the Farmland Protection Policy Act (7 U.S.C. 658). As noted in the EA, Form
AD-1006 is a standard form developed by the U.S. Department of Agriculture to evaluate
farmland impacts for corridor projects requiring right of way or permanent easement. It should
be noted the recommended alternative is anticipated to convert 11.2 acres of prime farmlands as
opposed to the 58.7 acres reported in error in the EA (see Section V-F of this document).

COMMENT: “Based on the secondary, cumulative, and direct impacts, this project has
potential to adversely impact the agricultural environmental and economic resources. The total
negative impact on the environmental and agribusiness economy will be proportionately related
to the total acres of farm and forest land taken out of production.”

RESPONSE: Comment noted.

C. Public Involvement

In accordance with 23 U.S.C. 128, the North Carolina Department of Transportation certifies a
public hearing for the subject project has been held, and the social, economic, and environmental
impacts, consistency with local community planning goals and objectives, and comments from
individuals have been considered in the selection of the recommended alternative for the project.

Following the circulation of the federal EA, a formal public hearing was held on June 9, 2014 at
the Hertford County High School in Ahoskie. Approximately 78 citizens attended the hearing.

Two citizens spoke at the hearing and 18 written comments were received following the hearing.
Based on the comments received, Alternative 1 and Alternative 6 were the most favored.
Seventeen citizens preferred Alternative 1 and eleven citizens preferred Alternative 6.
Alternatives 3 and 5 were the least favored, with eleven citizens expressing their dislike for each
of these alternatives.

The majority of citizens in attendance supported the project. Some of the concerns expressed
were highway safety, community impacts (particularly along existing US 13 in the Pleasant
Plains community), the potential relocation of homes, impacts to historic properties, and possible
noise impacts.
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VI. UPDATES TO THE ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT

This section updates information presented in the EA. Some of the data presented corrects errors
reported in the EA. Other updates are due to changes in the preliminary designs that have been
made as the project has progressed through the project development and NEPA / Section 404
Merger process after completion of the EA.

A. Waters of the United States

Impact calculations for the EA neglected to account for areas isolated inside the proposed ramps
at the NC 11/NC 561 and NC 11/SR 1212 interchanges. Also, minimization efforts for each
detailed study alternative changed wetland and stream impact quantities. Updated impact
calculations were provided to the merger team prior to selection of the LEDPA.  Additional
avoidance and minimization efforts were incorporated into the LEDPA during Concurrence
Point 4A (See Appendix A). Updated wetland and stream impacts for each alternative are
presented in Tables 4 and 5 below. Impacts were defined as being within an area 25 feet outside
of the slope stakes of the project. Water resource classifications have not changed since the EA
was published.

Table 4: Update of Table 16 of Environmental Assessment-Estimated Wetland Impacts*

s
Map ID % g Class |g)WQ Alternative 1 Alternative 3 Alternative 5 Alternative 6
02 ating (acres) (acres) (acres) (acres)
=5
WA HWF | NR 12 7.5 0 0 7.6
WAD HWF | NR 16 0 0 0 0
WAE HWF | NR 12 0 3.4 3.4 0
WAF1 HWF | NR 16 0 0.3 0.3 0
wWB HWF | NR 16 3.0 0 0 2.6
WD HWF | NR 16 0 0.4 0.4 0
WG HWF | NR 16 0 0.9 0.9 0
WH HWF | NR 16 29.6 11.6 11.6 31.7
WHA HWF | NR 16 14.0 0.2 0.1 13.7
WJ HWF | NR 16 0 4.7 4.6 0
WL HWF | NR 12 0 0.2 0.2 0
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s
Map ID % g Class RDa\I{[\ilrcl) Alternative 1 Alternative 3 Alternative 5 Alternative 6
% é g (acres) (acres) (acres) (acres)
)
WN HWF | NR 12 0.3 0.3 0.3 0.3
WO HWF | NR 16 2.0 33 0 0
WP HWF | NR 16 1.3 1.1 0.1 0.1
WR HWF | NR 16 0.6 0.6 0.5 0.6
WS HWF | NR 16 0.7 0.7 0.7 0.7
WSA HWF | NR 16 0.1 0.1 0.1 0.1
WT HWF | NR 16 1.6 1.6 1.0 1.0
wu HWF | NR 16 2.6 2.4 1.9 1.9
WV HWF | NR 16 0.3 0.3 0.3 0.3
WWA HWF | NR 16 0.4 0.4 0.4 0.4
WWW | HWF | NR 16 0.3 0.2 0.2 0.3
WX HWF | NR 16 10.5 11.0 1.4 15
WXX HWF | NR 16 4.3 4.6 4.6 4.5
WY HWF | NR 16 16.3 16.8 5.8 5.8
WYY HWF | NR 16 1.2 0.1 0.1 0
wz HWF | NR 16 4.6 4.8 4.0 4.0
wzz HWF | NR 16 4.7 2.9 2.8 3.0
Vl\\l/gté\?\%j HWF | NR 16 0 0.2 0.2 0
TOTAL: 105.9 73.1 45.9 80.1
*Impacts include minimization efforts at the NC 11/NC 561 and NC 11/SR 1212 intersections
NCWAM Classifications: HWF — Hardwood Flat
Classification: NR — Non-Riparian
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Table 5: Update of Table 15 of Environmental Assessment-Estimated Stream Impacts*

Mab 1D Class Alternative 1 Alternative 3 Alternative 5 Alternative 6
P (linear feet) (linear feet) (linear feet) (linear feet)

SZ P 155 165 165 160

SY P 265 265 265 265

SX | 127 130 130 151

SC | 81 79 79 81
Mill Branch P 246 327 327 254
Flat Swamp | 252 200 200 252

Total: 1,126 1,166 1,166 1,163
*Impacts include minimization efforts at the NC 11/NC 561 and NC 11/SR 1212 interchanges
“P” indicates a perennial stream; “I” indicates an intermittent stream.

Mitigation costs for impacted wetlands and streams, as presented in the EA, were calculated
using charges for higher fee hydraulic units (HU). According to the NC Ecosystem
Enhancement Program (EEP) mitigation fee schedule, the proposed project actually lies within a
lower fee HU. Associated mitigation costs have been updated in this report to reflect the
appropriate charges for lower fee HUs. Table 1 of this report presents appropriate mitigation
costs.

B. Avoidance and Minimization

Where practicable, design refinements were implemented to reduce wetland impacts associated
with each study alternative. For Alternatives 1 and 3, preliminary alternatives proposed a full
diamond interchange design, with room for loop ramps, at NC 11/NC 561 and NC 11/SR 1212.
Minimization efforts have reduced both interchanges to half-clover designs. For Alternatives 5
and 6, preliminary alternatives proposed a dog-leg superstreet intersection at the intersection of
NC 11/NC 561. Minimization efforts have realigned the dog-leg intersection design, shifting it to
the north. Wetland impact reductions from these minimization efforts are listed in Table 6.

Following the selection of the LEDPA, the radius of the loop ramps at both proposed
interchanges were reduced from 250 feet to 230 feet. Accordingly, the corresponding exit ramps
were shifted inward to match the loop reductions. At the proposed NC 11 and NC 561
interchange, these revisions reduced impacts to wetlands (WO and WP) by 1.1 acres. At the
proposed NC 11 and SR 1212 (Shortcut Road) interchange, impacts to wetlands (WY, WX and
WZ) were reduced by 0.8 acres.
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In addition to interchange revisions, access roads were reviewed and revised to minimize
impacts. The proposed new location service road connecting existing US 13 with SR 1131
(Saluda Hall Road) on the west side of proposed US 13 is no longer recommended. Eliminating
this service roadway reduces impacts to wetlands (WAD and WD) by 5.5 acres. Adjustments to
the alignment of the service road connecting existing US 13 with SR 1408 (Saluda Hall Road),

on the east side of proposed US 13, has reduced impacts to wetland (WZZ) by 0.2 acre.

Table 6: Wetland Impact Reductions at Intersections (in acres)

_ _NQ 11/NC_5_61_ InFersection NC 11/SR 1212 In.tersection Total
Alternative Prellm_mary M|n|m|_zat|on Reduction Prellm_mary M|n|m|_zat|on Reduction | Reduction
Design Design Design Design
Alt 1 14.3 4.9 9.4 54.0 315 22.5 31.9
Alt 3 14.3 4.9 9.4 54.0 315 22.5 31.9
Alt5 n/a n/a n/a 2.0 0.5 15 1.5
Alt 6 n/a n/a n/a 2.0 0.5 15 1.5

C. Federally Protected Species

Since the completion of the EA there has been no change to the United States Fish and Wildlife
Service (USFWS) list of federally protected species for Hertford County. A biological
conclusion of No Effect is still valid for the three species listed in the EA.

Although the northern long-eared bat (NLEB) is not currently listed in Hertford County, the
USFWS has developed a programmatic conference opinion (PCO) in conjunction with the
FFHWA, the US Army Corps of Engineers (USACE) and NCDOT, for the NLEB (Myotis
septentrionalis) in eastern North Carolina. The PCO covers the entire NCDOT program in
Divisions 1-8, including all NCDOT projects and activities. The programmatic determination for
NLEB for the NCDOT program is “May Affect, Likely to Adversely Affect.” Since the NLEB
has been officially listed as a threatened species, FHWA and USACE are requesting that
USFWS convert the PCO to a programmatic biological opinion (PBO). The PBO will provide
incidental take coverage for NLEB and will ensure compliance with Section 7 of the Endangered
Species Act for five years for all NCDOT administered projects with a federal nexus in Divisions
1-8, which includes Hertford County.

A review of the North Carolina Natural Heritage Program (NCNHP) records, updated October
15, 2014, indicates no known occurrence of any of these species within one mile of the study
area. Due to the lack of habitat and known occurrences it has been determined this project will
not affect any federally protected species.

Finding of No Significant Impact 18 December 2015

TIP Project R-5311




D. Historic Architectural Resources

Section V-B-1 of the EA describes properties listed on or eligible for the National Register of
Historic Places in the project area. Three properties eligible for the National Register are located
in the project area: the Pleasant Plains Baptist Church, the Pleasant Plains Rosenwald School
and the Newsome-Hall House. Table 19 of the EA presents the project’s effects on these
properties. According to Table 19 of the EA, Alternatives 3 and 5 would have an “adverse
effect” on the Pleasant Plains Church and Rosenwald School and “no adverse effect” on the
Newsome-Hall House. The effects determinations presented in the EA were based on comments
made at a meeting held on June 11, 2013 between NCDOT, FHWA and the State Historic
Preservation Office. Formal agreement on the project effects was not reached at that meeting
due to a question related to access at the Newsome-Hall House.

Following completion of the EA, a second meeting was held on May 13, 2014 to discuss the
project’s effects on historic properties, and additional information was provided regarding the
project design at the Newsome-Hall House. At this meeting, it was determined Alternatives 3
and 5 would have an “adverse effect” on the Newsome-Hall House, as well as the Pleasant Plains
Baptist Church and the Pleasant Plains Rosenwald School. It was also determined that
Alternative 6 would have “no effect” on the Newsome-Hall House (the EA stated Alternative 6
would have “no adverse effect”). The State Historic Preservation Office concurred with these
findings on May 13, 2014. A copy of the concurrence form is included in Appendix A of this
document. Table 7 is an update of Table 19 of the EA.

Table 7: Update of Table 19 of the Environmental Assessment-Historic Resource Effects

Alternative Historic Resource Project Effect
1 Newsome-Hall House No effect
1 Pleasant Plains Baptist Church & Rosenwald School No effect
3 Newsome-Hall House Adverse effect
3 Pleasant Plains Baptist Church & Rosenwald School Adverse effect
5 Newsome-Hall House Adverse effect
5 Pleasant Plains Baptist Church & Rosenwald School Adverse effect
6 Newsome-Hall House No effect
6 Pleasant Plains Baptist Church & Rosenwald School No effect

If during the design phase of the project it is determined the full movement access at SR 1131
(Saluda Hall Road) that provides access to the National Register-eligible Newsome Hall House
property cannot be maintained, additional coordination with the State Historic Preservation
Office will be conducted to ensure that the effect determination is still valid.

E. Archaeological Resources

Section V-B-2 of the EA stated NCDOT would coordinate with the State Historic Preservation
Office regarding the need for an archaeological survey for the project following selection of the
preferred alternative. In a letter dated March 23, 2015, the State Historic Preservation Office
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noted “large portions of the study area need no further archaeological investigation,” and an
“intensive archaeological survey is needed in portions of Alternative 1 on new alignment.”

As recommended by the State Historic Preservation Office, NCDOT conducted an
archaeological survey and evaluation for the recommended portions of the project. The survey
was undertaken in accordance with Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act of
1966 (NHPA-PL89-665) and the Advisory Council on Historic Preservation’s regulations for
compliance with Section 106, codified as 36 CFR Part 800. Three archaeological resources were
identified in the Area of Potential Effects. In addition, a fourth archaeological site, the Keene
family cemetery (31Hf288**), was identified just outside the Area of Potential Effects. In the
report, none of the sites were recommended as eligible for the National Register of Historic
Places. The State Historic Preservation Office concurred with this finding in a letter dated
October 20, 2015 and included in Appendix A.

The approximate location of the Keene family cemetery is shown in Figure 2D. The small
family cemetery is not eligible for the National Register. It is located off of Hall Siding Road
and will be avoided if possible.

F. Prime and Important Farmland

Project impacts to prime and important farmland are discussed in Section V-D of the EA. The
farmland impacts presented on Table 20 of the EA erroneously included existing right of way in
the impact calculations. Table 8 presents the corrected farmland impacts for each alternative.

Table 8: Update of Table 20 of the Environmental Assessment-Prime Farmland Impacts

Prime Farmland Impacts
(acres)

11.2
26.36
26.71

8.9

Alternative

o |01 W |

In addition, designs presented in the EA for the new location portion of the project bisected the
Norfleet Hall farm. During subsequent phases of preliminary design, efforts were made to revise
the alignment to reduce impacts to that operating farm.

A Farmland Conversion Impact Rating (NRCS AD -1006) has been completed for this project,
and since all alternatives surpassed the 60 point threshold for Part VI, the Farmland Impact
conversion Rating Form was submitted to NRCS for review. Upon completion of their review
(Parts 1V and V of the NRCS AD-1006 form), it was determined all alternatives received final
point totals of less than 160 points (see Appendix C for NRCS AD-1006 Form). Therefore, all
alternatives fall below the NRCS minimum criteria rating and will not be evaluated further for
farmland impacts. These alternatives will not have a significant impact to farmlands.
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G. Minority/Low-Income Populations

As discussed in Section V-E-3 of the EA, Alternatives 3 and 5 are anticipated to
disproportionately adversely affect the cohesion of Pleasant Plains community. This rural
community is clustered along US 13 and the southern intersection of US 13 and NC 461. The
majority of potentially displaced residents associated with these alternatives are members of this
local community. Many of these residents are members of the local Meherrin Indian Tribe.
Additionally, the community has current and historic ties to the nearby Pleasant Plains Baptist
Church and cemetery and to Pleasant Plains Rosenwald School. Alternatives 3 and 5 would
relocate over 50 homes in this small community.

While available housing is expected to accommodate potentially displaced residents within
adjacent larger communities, within the immediate area it is unlikely replacement housing will
be available for all relocations. There are fewer than 200 existing homes located in the Pleasant
Plains Community. 2010 Census data indicates approximately 10.3 percent of the homes in the
project demographic study area are vacant, meaning that potentially only about 20 homes would
be available in the Pleasant Plains area to accommodate individuals and families relocated by
Alternatives 3 or 5. The lack of available housing in the Pleasant Plains community will mean
the majority of those relocated by Alternatives 3 or 5 would likely have to move away from the
Pleasant Plains area. Thus, the high number of relocations from this community would affect
community cohesion.
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VII. BASIS FOR FINDING OF NO SIGNIFICANT IMPACT

Based upon the environmental studies and coordination with appropriate federal, state, and local
agencies, it is the finding of the Federal Highway Administration and the North Carolina
Department of Transportation that the proposed action will have no significant impact upon the
quality of the environment. This action is based on public involvement and comments received
on the EA. Therefore, an Environmental Impact Statement will not be required.

The following persons may be contacted for additional information concerning this proposal and
statement:

Mr. John F. Sullivan, 111, P.E.
Division Administrator

Federal Highway Administration
310 New Bern Avenue, Suite 410
Raleigh, North Carolina 27601-1418
(919) 856-4346

Mr. Richard Hancock, P.E.

Project Development & Environmental Analysis Unit
North Carolina Department of Transportation

1548 Mail Service Center

Raleigh, North Carolina 27699-1548

(919) 707-6000
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UNITED STATES ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY
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- % REGION 4
M Q ‘ATLANTA FEDERAL CENTER
N S ) 61 FORSYTH STREET
4 ppove” ‘ ATLANTA, GEORGIA 30303-8960

Date: February 3, 2014

Mr. Richard W. Hancock, P.E.

Manager, Project Development and Environmental
-Analysis Branch .

North Carolina Department of Transportation

1548 Mail Service Center '

Raleigh, North Carolina 27699-1548

SUBJECT: EPA Review Comments of the Federal Environmental Assessment for the Proposed
Improvements to NC 11 and US 13 near the Town of Ahoskie, Hertford County, North Carolina;
TIP No.: R-5311

Dear Mr. Hancock:

The U.S. Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) has reviewed the subject document
and is providing comments in accordance with Section 309 of the Clean Air Act and Section
102(2)(C) of the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA). The North Carolina Department of
Transportation (NCDOT) and the Federal Highway Administration propose to improve NC 11
and US 13 for an approximate distance of 7.8 miles near the towns of Ahoskie and Winton, in
Hertford County, N.C. o

The NC 11 and US 13 Improvements project is in the NEPA/Section 404 Merger process
and EPA has been a participating member of this team. According to EPA’s records,
Concurrence Point 1 Purpose and Need was signed on September 14, 2011. Concurrence Point
2, Detailed Study Alternatives was signed by Merger team agencies on September 19, 2012.
Concurrence Point 2A Bridging and Alignment Decisions was concurred upon on June 18, 2013.
EPA has provided specific technical review comments in an attachment to this letter (See
Attachment A).

In summary, EPA has not identified an environmentally preferred alternative and
recognizes the potential environmental justice relocation issues associated with detailed study
alternatives (DSAs) #3 and #5 and their fewer jurisdictional wetland impacts. EPA is
recommending that the NCDOT and FHWA confirm relocation impact totals and also provide
additional documentation for the FONSI regarding environmental justice issues. EPA will
participate on the NEPA/Section 404 Merger team and work with NCDOT, FHWA, and

Intemet Address (URL) ¢ http://www.epa.gov
Recycled/Recyclable « Printed with Vegetable Oil Based inks on Recycled Paper (Minimum 30% Postconsumer)



permitting and resources agencies on the selection of the Least Environmentally Damaging
Practicable Alternative (LEDPA). Please feel free to contact Mr. Christopher Militscher of my

staff at miliischer.chris@epa.gov or 404-562-9512 should you have any questions concerning
these comments. .

Sincerely,

Wl

Heinz J. Mueller, Chief
NEPA Program Office
Office of Environmental Accountability

Attachment A

Cc: H. Wicker, USACE, w/attachments
A. Chapman, NCDENR w/attachments



ATTACHMENT A
Technical Review Comments on Federal EA
Proposed NC 11 and US 13 Improvements near Ahoskie
" Hertford County, North Carolina
TIP No.: R-5311

Detailed Study Alternatives

The NCDOT and other Merger team agencies carried forward 4 Detailed Study
Alternatives (DSAs) into the Environmental Assessment (EA). DSA #1 is a proposed Freeway
with part on new location. DSA# 3 is a Freeway/Expressway design on existing location. DSA
#5 is a ‘Superstreet’ design on existing location. DSA #6 is a ‘Superstreet’ design with part on
new location. A comparison of impacts of the DSAs #1, #3, #5 and #6 is identified in Table 6 of
the EA. EPA notes that for DSA #1, #3 and # 5 the total relocation alternatives do not add up
(i.e., DSA #1: 1 residential + 0 business = 2 total; DSA #3: 54 residential + 2 business = 50;
DSA #5: 54 residential + 2 business = 52). These errors should be clarified prior to or at the
Concurrence Point 3, Least Environmentally Damaging Practicable Alternative (LEDPA)
meeting.

Natural Resources Impacts

Jurisdictional wetland impacts are substantially different between the DSAs, with DSA
#1 having the greatest at 118.7 acres and DSA #5 having the lowest at 48.7 acres. DSA#6 has
83.5 acres and DSA# 3 has 77 acres. All of the DSAs have similar stream impacts between 1,101
linear feet and 1,171 linear feet. The DSAs with the least jurisdictional impacts to wetlands have
the greatest impact to residences and businesses. Most of the wetlands within the project study
area are classified under the N.C. Wetlands Assessment Methodology (NCWAM) as non-
riparian hardwood flats. The EA provided ‘NCDWQ ratings’ for wetlands but did not utilize the
NCWAM system. The predominant streams in the project study area include Flat Swamp,
Ahoskie Creek and Mill Branch and tributaries to these systems. All of the streams and
tributaries are classified as C waters; Nutrient Sensitive Waters (C;NSW). Floodplain impacts
are shown as 0 acres in Table 6 for all four DSAs.

Terrestrial forest impacts are provided in Table 11 of the EA. However, this table also
includes maintained/disturbed areas which EPA does not generally consider to be terrestrial
forest. Terrestrial forest impacts range between 99.78 acres for DSA #5 and 164.16 acres for
DSA #1. There are no Federally-protected species in the project study area expected to be
impacted by the proposed project. .

Human Resources Impacts

Residential and business relocations are discussed above. In addition, DSAs #3 and #5
also are expected to impact (adverse effect) 1 historic property and 2 community facilities
(Pleasant Plains Church and cemetery). DSAs #3 and #5 are also anticipated to cause a
disproportionately high and adverse to affected environmental justice communities (i.e., minority
and low-income) because there is insufficient available housing in the area to accommodate



relocates. NCDOT’s and FHWA’s environmental justice analysis is included on pages 42 and 43
of the EA and includes demographics regarding county population percentages and income and
poverty levels within the minority communities. EPA requests that additional information be
included in the Finding of No Significant Impact (FONSI) regarding the availability of
affordable housing within the county as there were no demographics or perspective relocation
reports to support the statement concerning the lack of available housing. Regarding the issue of
community cohesion impacts, it is-recommended that the FONSI include specific information as
to how community cohesion will be altered by DSAs #3 and #5.

DSAs #3 and #5 have the greatest noise receptor impacts at 26 and DSAs #1 and #6 are
estimated at 2 and 1 receptor, respectively.

Prime farmlands impacts range between 51.5 acres for DSA #6 and 68.9 acres for DSA
#3. The FONSI should identify if there are any prime farmland fields that are dissected by DSAs
#1 and #6 due to the new location aspects of those two alternatives. The FONSI should identify
if there will potentially be access road issues associated with the new location alternatives and if
any proposed access roads will cause additional impacts to jurisdictional resources.



United States Department of the Interior

FISH AND WILDLIFE SERVICE
Raleigh Field Office
Post Office Box 33726
Raleigh, North Carolina 27636-3726

December 5, 2013

Richard W. Hancock, PE

Project Development and Environmental Analysis
North Carolina Department of Transportation
1548 Mail Service Center

Raleigh, North Carolina 27699-1548

Dear Mr. Hancock:

This letter is in response to your November 25, 2013 letter which requested comments from the
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service (Service) on the Federal Environmental Assessment (FEA) for
improvements to NC 11 and US 13 from NC 11/NC 561 near Ahoskie to US 13/US 158/NC 45
near Winton, Hertford County, North Carolina (TIP No. R-5311). These comments are provided
in accordance with provisions of the National Environmental Policy Act (42 U.S.C. 4332(2)(c))
and Section 7 of the Endangered Species Act (ESA) of 1973, as amended (16 U.S.C. 1531-

1543).

The Service has previously provided input into the planning and design of this project through
the NEPA/Section 404 Merger Process. We understand that four alternatives remain under
consideration. We will defer recommending a preferred alternative until Concurrence Point 3 in
the Merger Process. However, we note that Alternatives 3 and 5 have the lowest wetland
impacts and would likely have the least impact on fish and wildlife resources. We also
understand that Alternatives 3 and 5 have Section 4(f) impacts and are not preferred by the North
Carolina Department of Transportation (NCDOT).

There are three federally endangered species listed for Hertford County — Atlantic sturgeon
(Acipenser oxyrinchus oxyrinchus), red-cockaded woodpecker (Picoides borealis) and West
Indian manatee (7richechus manatus). NCDOT has determined that the proposed project will
have no effect on these three species. The Atlantic sturgeon falls under the purview of the
National Marine Fisheries Service, but we concur that the project will have no effect on the red-
cockaded woodpecker and West Indian manatee. We believe that the requirements of Section
7(a)(2) of the ESA have been satisfied. We remind you that obligations under Section 7
consultation must be reconsidered if: (1) new information reveals impacts of this identified
action that may affect listed species or critical habitat in a manner not previously considered in
this review; (2) this action is subsequently modified in a manner that was not considered in this
review; (3) a new species is listed or critical habitat determined that may be affected by the

identified action.



We note that there appears to be an error in Table S-1 on page 3 and in Table 6 on page 20 of the
FEA. The total relocations row does not equal the residential and business relocations when
added together. Furthermore, these two tables do not match the numbers given in Table 21 on
page 41.

The Service believes that this FEA adequately addresses the existing fish and wildlife resources,
the waters and wetlands of the United States, and the potential impacts of this proposed project
on these resources. The Service appreciates the opportunity to review this project. If you have
any questions regarding our response, please contact Mr. Gary Jordan at (919) 856-4520, ext. 32.

Sincerely,

<> Pete Benjamin
Field Supervisor

Electronic copy: Chris Militscher, USEPA, Atlanta, GA
Travis Wilson, NCWRC, Creedmoor, NC
Tracey Wheeler, USACE, Washington, NC
Ron Lucas, FHWA, Raleigh, NC



North Carolina
Department of Administration

Pat McCrory, Governor Bill Daughtridge, Jr., Secretary
January 7, 2014

Ms. Kim Gillespie

North Carolina Department of Transportation
Project Dev. & Environ. Analysis

1548 Mail Service Center

Raleigh, North Carolina 27699-1548

Re: SCH File # 14-E-4220-0235; EA; Proposed project is for the improvements te NC 11 and
US 13 from NC 11/NC 561 near Ahoskie to US 13/NC158/NC 45 near Winton, TIP R-5311.

Dear Ms. Gillespie:

The above referenced environmental impact information has been submitted to the State Clearinghouse
under the provisions of the National Environmental Policy Act. According to G.S. 113A-10, when a
state agency is required to prepare an environmental document under the provisions of federal law, the
environmental document meets the provisions of the State Environmental Policy Act. Attached to this
letter for your consideration are the comments made by agencies in the course of this review.

If any further environmental review documents are prepared for this project, they should be forwarded to
this office for intergovernmental review.

Should you have any questions, please do not hesitate to call.

Sincerely,

Crystal Best
State Environmental Review Clearinghouse

Attachments

cc: Region Q

Mailing Address: Telephone: (919)807-2425 Locativn Address:

1361 Mail Service Center Fax (919)733-9571 116 West Jones Street
Raleigh, NC 27699-1301 State Courier #51-01-00 Raleigh, North Carolina

e-mail siate.clearinghouse@doanc.gov

An Equal Oppovituninydffirmative Action Emplover



NORTH CAROLINA STATE CLEARINGHOUSE
DEPARTMENT OF ADMINISTRATION

INTERGOVERNMENTAL REVIEW

COUNTY: HERTFORD FO2: HIGHWAYS AND ROADS STATE NUMBER: 14-E-4220-0235
DATE RECEIVED: 12/05/2013
AGENCY RESPONSE: 01/01/2014
REVIEW CLOSED: 01L/06/2014

M5 RENEE GLEDHILL-EARLEY
CLEARINGHOUSE COORDINATOR

DEFT OF CULTURAL RESOURCES

STATE HISTORIC PRESERVATION OFFICE

MSC 4617 - ARCERIVES BUILDING ’@?{f;
RALEIGH NC , g;}/f” A
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DEPT OF AGRICULTURE - i
DEPT OF CULTURAL RESCURCES
DEPT OF TRANSPORTATION
MID EAST COMMISSION \
PR RN B R
PROJECT INFORMATION \gu \ AR (3
APPLICANT: N.C. Department of Transporiation
TYPE: National Environnmental Policy Act
Environmental Assessment

DESC: Proposed project is for the improvements to NC 11 and US 13 from NC 11/NKC 361

near Ahoskie to U5 I3/NCLES/NC 45 near Winton, TIP R-5311,

The attached project has been submitted to the N. . 3State Clearinghouse for
intergovernmental review. Please review and submit your response by the above
indicated date to 1301 Mail Service Center, Raleigh NC 27695-1301.

If additicnal review time is needed, please contact this office ab (919)807-2425.

A5 A RESULT OF THIS REVIEW THE FOLLOWING [5 SUBMITTED: NO COMMENT [i] COMMENTS ATTACHED

“ ”?Qﬁ

DATE : =N L Pl

DEC 10 2813



NORTH CAROLINA STATE CLEARINGHOUSE KL%@&S NX@ fﬁi
DEPARTMENT OF ADMINISTRATION " Y4

INTERGOVERNMENTAL REVIEW

COUNTY : HERTFORD F02: HIGHWAYS AND ROADS STATE NUMBER: 14-E-4220-0235

' DATE RECEIVED: 12/05/2013
AGENCY RESPONSE: 01/01/20%4
REVIEW CLOSED: 01/06/2014

M5 CARRIE ATKINSON
CLEARINGHOUSE COORDINATOR

DEPT QF TRANSPORTATION
STATEWIDL PLANNING - MSC #1554
RALETIGH HNC

REVIEW DISTRIBUTION

CC&P3 = DIV OF EMERGENCY MANAGEMENT
DENR - CCOASTAL MGT

DENR LEGISLATIVE AFFAIRS

DEPT OF AGRICULTURE

DERT OF CULTURAI RESQURCES

DEPT OF TRANSPORTATION

MID EAST COMMISSION

PROJECT INFORMATION

APPLICANT: N.C. Department of Transportation

TYPE: WNatlonal Environmental Policy Ret
Environmental Assessment
DESC: Proposed project is for the improvements to NC 11 and US 13 from NC 11/HNC 561
near Ahcskie fo US 13/NCL58/NC 45 near Winton, TIP R-5311.
The attached project has heen submitted to the N. O, State Clearinghouse for
intergovernmental review. Please review and submit your response by the above
indicated date to 1301 Mail Service Center, Raleligh NC 27699-1301.

If additicnal review time isa needed, please contact this office at (219)807-2425.

T

AS A RESULT OF THIS REVIEW THE om@/&f} NO COMMENT D COMMENTS ATTACKED
A batE: Ve, kB, 2O

SIGNED BY:

"W Q&\(\_o.& Yoya



NORTH CAROLINA STATE CLEARINGHOUSE
DEPARTMENT OF ADMINISTRATION

INTERGOVERNMENTAL REVIEW
COUNTY : HERTFORD

FO2: HIGHWAYS AND ROADS STATE NUMBER:

DATE RECEIVED:
AGENCY RESPONSE:
REVIEW CLOSED:

CLEARTINGHOUSE COORD REGION ¢

MID EAST COMMISSION

138% JOHN SMALIL AVENUE

WASHINGTON NC

REVIEW DISTRIBUTION

CC&P3 — DIV OF EMERGENCY MANAGEMENT

DENR -~ COASTAL MGT

DENR LEGISLATIVE AFFAIRS

DEPT OF AGRICULTURE

DEPT OF CULTURAL RESOURLCES

DEPT OF TRANSPORTATION

MID EAST COMMISSION

PROJECT INFORMATION

APPLICANT:; N.C. Department of Transportation

TYPE: National Envircnmental Policy Act

Environmental Assessment
DESC: Proposed project is for the improvements fto NC 13 and 25 13 from NC 11/NC
near Ahoskie to US 13/NCLIS58/NC 45 near Winton, TIP R-5311.

The attached project has been submitted to the M. C.
intergovernmental review. Please review and submit
indicated date to 1301 Maill Service Center,

State Clearinghouse for
YyOur response by the above
Raleigh NC 27699-130C1.

If additional review time is nesded, please contact this office at

14-E-4220-0235
12/05/2013
01/01/2014
01/06/2014

561

{9191807-2425.

AS A RESULT OF THIS REVIEW THRE FOLLOWING IS

DATEL:

/2=

SUBMITTED : B//Nﬂ COMMENT D COMMENTS ATTACHED

H- 13




NORTH CAROLINA STATE CLEARINGHOUSE
DEPARTMENT OF ADMINISTRATION

INTELGOVERNMENTAL REVIEW

COUNTY: HERTFORD FO2: HIGHWAYS AND ROBDS

0

M5 CAROLYN PENNY

CLEARINGHOUSE COORDINATOR

CC&P3 - DIV OF EMERGENCY MANAGEMENT

FLOODPLATIN MANAGEMENT PROGRAM

MsC # 4719

RALEIGH NC

REVIEW DISTRIBUTION

CC&P5 - DIV OF EMERGENCY MANAGEMENT

DENR - COASTAL MGT

DENR LEGISLATIVE AFFAIRS

DEPT OF AGRICULTURE

DEPT OF CULTURAL RESOURCES

DEPT OF TRANSPORTATION

MID EAST COMMISSTON

PROJECT INFORMATTION

APPLICANT: N.C. Department of Transportation

TYPE: National Environmental Policy Act
Environmental Assessment

DESC: Proposed project is for the improvements to NC 1l
near Ahoskle to US 13/NCLILB8/NC 45 near Winton, TIP

STATE NUMBER: 14-F-4220-0235
DATE RECEIVED: 12/05/2013
AGENCY RESPCNSE: 01/01/2014
REVIEW CLOSED: 01/06/2014

-
=

and US 13
R~5311.

from NC 11/NC 561

The attached project has been submitted to the N. C. State Clearinghouse for
intergovernmental review. Please review and submit your response by the above
indicated date to 1301 Mail Service Center, Raleighn NC 276%9-1301,

If additional review Lime is needed, please contact this

office at

(919)807-2425.

AS A RESUDLT OF THIS REVIEW THE FOLLOWING IS SURMITIED: COMMENT D COMMENTS ATTACHED

SIGNED RBY: d;;%}uajﬁéétﬁzy
VS SIDY FHA

DATE: s 200 /12




NORTH CAROLINA STATE CLEARINGHOUSE
DEPARTMENT OF ADMINISTRATION

INTERGOVERNMENTAL REVIEW

COUNTY : HERTFORD FO2: HIGHWAYS AND ROADS STATE NUMBER: 14-E-4220-0235
DATE RECEIVED: 12/05/2013
AGENCY RESPONSE: 01/01/2014
REVIEW CLOSED: 01/06/2014

MS ELIZABETH HEATH

CLEARINGHOQUSE COORDINATOR

DEPT OF AGRICULTURE

1801 MSC - AGRICULTURE BLDG

RALETGH NC

REVIEW DISTRIBUTION

CC&P5 - DIV OF EMERGENCY MANAGSEMENT
DENR - COASTAIL MGT

DENR LEGISLATIVE AFFATIRS

DEPT OF AGRICULTURE

DEPT OF CULTURAL RESOURCES

DEPT OF TRANSPORTATION

MID EAST COMMISSION

PROJECT INFORMATION

APPLICANT: N.C. Department of Transportation
TYPE: National Envivonmental Policy Act

Environmental Assessment

DESC: Proposed project is for the improvements to NC 11 and US 13 fram NC 11/NC 561
near Ahoskie to US 13/NCLlLHB8/NC 45 near Winton, TIP R-5311.

The attached project has besen submitted to ths N. C. State Clearinghouse for

intergovernmental review. Please review and submit your response by the above
indicated date to 1301 Maill Service Center, Raleigh NC 27699-1301.

If additional review time is needed, please contact this office at (9191807-2425,
AS A RESULT OF THIS REVIEW THE FOLLOWING IS SURMITTED: [:] MO COMMENT E%l COMMERTS ATTACHED
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Smoke from Outdoor Fires
is Unhealthy to Breathe and
Pollutes the Air

There are a lot of misunderstandings about outdoor or open burn-
g in North Carolina. Some people think it's OK to burn trash in
barrels because they've always done it that way. 1t's not. Others
think it's always OK to burn igaves and branches in the fail. But

thal’s not 5o in cities and counties that pick up yard waste,

The N.C. Division of Air Quality enforces the state open busning
rutes and many local governments have addifional restrictions on
outdoor fires. Violating these rules can be expensive - with fines
as high as 325,000 or more for serious cases or repeat violations.

If It Doesn't Grow, Don't Burn It

The basic message of the state open buring rule Is simple: Only leaves, branches and other plant
growth can be burned - nothing else. That means no trash, lumber, tires or old newspapers. If local
pickup is avaliabie, you can't burn even leaves and branches. Do not burh:

¢  Garbage, paper and cardboard

¢ Tires and other rubber products

®  Building materials, inciuding lumber and wood scraps

¢ Wire, plastics and synthstic materials

¢ Asphalt shingles and heavy oils

* Paints, househo!d and agricultural chemicals

®  Buildings, mobile homes and other structures

¢ Anything when the air quality forecast is Code Orange, Red or Purpie

What is aflowed under the law? Homeowners can burn yard frimmings if it's alfowed under local
erdinances, no pubtc pickup is available and it doesn’t cause a public nuisance. Yard waste must not
include logs more than 6 inches in diameter and stumps. Other allowable bur ning includes campfires
autdoor barbecues and bonfires for fastive occasions. Landowners or contractors also can burn
vegetatlon to clear land or rights-of-way, provided that:
Bumning is done on the site of origin.
¢ Prevailing winds are away from built-up areas and roads. if winds are blowing towards public
roads, fires must be at least 250 feet away.
¢ Fires are at least 500 feet away from occupied buildings.
#  Burning is done between 8 a.m. and 6 p.m.. and nothing is added outside of these hours.

’

Othar cceasions whers open burning is allowed — with DAQ approval — include fires for: training fire-
fighting personnel; managing forest lands or wildlife habitats; controlling agricultural diseases and
pests; and disposing of materials generated by hurricanes, tornadoes and other natural disasters,
You may need a permit from the N.C. Forest Service or jocal governments before you burn, even for

allowable purposes, Howaver, such permits de not excuse a person from following the DAQ's open-
burning rules.



Smoke Can Hurt You and Others

Why does the state have such strict rules about open burning? Because smoke and soot from
outdoor fires can cause serious heatth problems and pollute the air, Fires atgo can burn out of
control, destroying foreste and burning down homes. Smoke from a burning trash pite contains
many pollutants that can cause serious heatth problems and damage the environment,

Although smoke from a fire may not bather you, i could be a nuisance and serious heaith threat
for your neighbors, particularly if they have respiratory conditions such as asthma or amphysema.
Potential health effects include: lung and eye irritation, headaches, dizziness, asthma attacks,
coughing and even death. For mare information on the health effects of poliution from opan
burning, see the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency's Web site, www.epBa.gov/, and do a word
search for "open buming."

Bo not burn on “Air Quality Action Days,” when forecasts are Code Orange, Rec! or Purpie. For
air quality forecasts, go to www.neair.org or call 1(888) 784-6224.

Reduce, Reuse, Recycle

Alot of open burning isn't necessary. Brush can be composted, ground up for muich, pited up
for wildlife, or just left to rot. Newspapers can be recycled. Old attic junk can be given away for
someone elss to reuse. By making a few sensible choices, you can reduce the amount of throw-
away matarial you create in the first place. The possibilities are endless,

Take a look at what you've decided to burn. 1sn't there something alse you can do with it? For
more iInformaticn about reducing, reusing or recyciing waste, contact the Division of Environmental
Assistance and Outreach at 1(877) 623-6748 or www.ncenvironmentalagsisiance.org

Plan Ahead

You don't need a special parmit from the Division of Alr Quality for aliowabis fires, However, vou
may need a parmit from your town or local forest rangar. Open burning can be a nuisance, and local
officials may establish rules o reduce that nuisance. Check with local officials before you burn.

Open burning more than 100 feet from your home and within 500 feat of a woodiand normally

requires a permit from the N.C. Forest Service. The service does not charge for permits. 1f vou

want to start an outdoor fire, contact & local forest rangsr o find out if and how vou can get a permit,

You also may contact the Forest Service headquarters at (319) 857-4801 or visi its wabsite,
www.neforestservice.gov/ The service is primarily concerned with fire danger, while the DAQ deals with
with air pollution. Following one agency's regulations does not guarantee compliance with other agencies.

The N.C. Division of Air Quality is parl of the N.C. Department of Environment and Natural
Rasources. The DAQ is responsible for maintaining and improving the quality of North Carolina’s

air. For more information about the division and laws for protecting air quality, visit the DAQ's website
www.ncair.org or call one of our regional offices shown below.

Winston-Salem Reglonat Office
{336) 771-5000

Ralaigh ionat 1 .
(?5 ‘;Br\;?%?_jgﬁgﬁwa Washington Regional Offics
(262) D45-8451

Forsyth County
Envircomental Allaiss Sepanmant
(333) 7032440 1

Ashevitle Regional Office
(B248) 296-4500

wiestern M.C. Reganal
&b Quakly Agenoy IaRY
{B28) 2506777 Hidha KL

" /_ - o

cxlanserg Sounty ‘ﬂ
eperment of Envircnmental Pratsction
{704 236.5430

Mooresville Regional Office
{704) 663-1699

© Denoies Regienal Office Location
02152013
MOTE: Mot To Scale

Ayl

Fayetigvilie Regional Office
(210) 433-3300

Wilmingion Regienat Office
{9181 7968-7215

HETTIOPEN BURN {ioh free) 1(877)673-6267 Biuisten of My Dualiy
M@DEN& Eor addilions) copies of this prochure, conact the Division of Air Quaiy al [H1EF07 8145 YRR Aok
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North Carofina Department of Environment and Natural Resources

Pat McCrory John E. Skvarla, Il
Governor Secretary
MEMORANDUM
TO: Crystal Bast

State Clearinghouse

FROM: Lyn Hardison%ﬁ"
Division of Environmental Assistance and Custorner Service
Permit Assistance & Project Review Coordinator

RE: 14-0235 Environmental Assessment
Proposed project is for the improvement to NC 11 and US 13 from NC 11/NC 561 near
Ahoskie to US 13/NC 158/NC 45 near Winton, TIP No, R-5311
Hertford County

Date: January 3, 2014

The Department of Environment and Natural Resources has reviewed the proposal for the reference
project. Based on the information provided, our agencies have identified permits that may be required
and offered specific comments. Please forward this memorandum and the attachments to the applicant

for their review.

The Department encourages the appiicant to consider the attached recommendations and continue to
work with our agencies during the NEPA Merger Process

Thank you for the opportunity to respond.,

Attachment

1601 Mait Service Centar, Raleigh, North Caroling 276981801
Phone: 918-707-8600 1 intemet; www.nedenr.gov

An Equal Cpooriually | Alinnative Aclion Enployer - 50% Recycied § 10% Post Consumar Paper



Department of Environment and Natural Resources

Project Review Form

Project Number: 14-G235

County: Hertford

Due Date: 1/2/2014

Pate Beceived: 12/45/2013

Project Description:

11 and US 13 from NC 11/NC 561 near Ahoslde to US 13/HC158/INC 45 near

Winton, TIP R-5311.

Environmental Assessment - Proposed project is for the improvements to NC

This Project is being reviewed as indicated below:

!
!

!

Regional Gffice Regional Office Area

In-House Review

Asheville

N ERE syl

e D\’\/R-"S%iﬁfzﬁe }yf;;?f;f
© DWR-Aquiderdy

L Y é;%‘j

DEMLR {LOQ & SW
. W?f- z%fmgf?;%

PR
v, DWR-Public Water

B % i?{wfﬂ

Fayetteville

___ Mporesville
Raleigh

Washington
Wilmington

Winston-Salem

Alr Quality
v Parks & Recreation

Waste Mgmt

DWR-Water Quality Program

Water Resources Mgmt

DWER-Public Water

v Coastal Managemant

v’ DCM-Marine Fisheries

Military Affairs

DMF-Shellfish Sanitation

Wildlife

v Wildlife - DOT T, Wilson

v DWR-Transportation Unit
D, Wainwright

Manager Sign-OffiRegion:

Date;

In-House Reviewer/Agency:

Response (check all applicable)

No objection to project as proposed.

insufficient information to complete review

If you have any questions, please contact:

No Comment

Other (specify or attach comments)

Lyn Hardison at lyn.hardison@ncdenr.gov or (252) 9458-3842

943 Washington Square Mall Washington NC 27889
Courier No. 16-04-01

—L ]




INTERGOVERNMENTAL REVIEW - PROJECT COMMENTS

Department of Environment and Natural Resources

1] P i
Reviewing Office: W g et

Project Number; I

Due Datc:mm_,f’i:"'ﬂgfj--“'f L‘{"‘

After review of this project it has been determined that the ENR permitds) and/or approvals indicated may need to be obtained in order for this project to comply with North
Caroling Law. Questions regarding these permits should be addressed to the Regional Office indicated on the reverse of the form, All applications, information and guidefines
relative to these plans and permits are available from the same Regional Office.

PERMITS

SPECIAL APPLICATION PROCEDURES or REQUIREMENTS

Nomal Process
Time

Permit to construct & operate wastewster treatment

statutory time Himit)

e i ) Applicat ays hefore begi strueti Faward of consiructios racts. Onesite 30 days
(7| facilities, sewer sysiem extensions & sewer sysiems Ap| lcgiuon?() aays %}dﬂl begin g:onstnu.tagn or award of consiraciton contra Jisite ! aays
: S o e mspection. Post-application technical conference usual, (9% days)
not discharging into state surface waters.
I ) ; . . icati &0 ; ¢ begin activity. On-site inspeciion. Pre-application conference
NPDES « permit to discharge inte surface water and/or Ap;}hca;mi} ‘i days befoxc begin dClWﬂ}. On-site inspeciion. P ppiication cor ence
- . o o usual. Additionally, obtain permil to construet wastewater treatment facilify-granted after 90120 days
™ permit to operate and conslruct wastewaler facilities cer . o X i . R . ) "
) T ) ) NPDES. Reply time, 30 days after receipl of plans or issuc of NPDES pernsit-whichever is (N/AY
discharging into state surface waters. later ;
- , ) . o . . 30 davs
E1] Water Use Permit Pre-applivation techuical conference usually necessary (N/A)
N . ) } L , . . , . ! 7 days
11 Well Construction Penmit Complete application must be received and permit issued prior to the installation of o well, | (15 days)
Application copy must he served on each adjacent ripacian property owner. Cne-site 55 davs
] Drredge and Fill Pennit inspection. Pre-application conference usual. Fifling may require Hasement (o Fill from (00 d-ﬂs)
N.C. Depariment of Administration and Federat Dredge and Filf Pesmnit, T
Permit to consiruct & operate Air Pollution Abatement Application must be submitied and permit recetved prior to constraction and
i1 factlities andfor Emission Sources as per 15 A NCAC operation of the source. I a pemiit is required in an area withou! tocal zoning, 90 days
(20Q.0H0 thra 20Q.03003 then there are additions! requirements and timelines (2Q.0113),
oy | Pormitto construct & operate Transporiation Facility as Application must be submitted at least 90 days prior t3 construction or modification of the o
L1 per 15 A NCAC (2D 0800, 20.6601) source 96 days
,// . . . .
E}Jﬂ’/ Any ope burmng nss&mﬁted with subject proposal
must be i compliance with 15 A NCAC 2D, 14900
Demolition or renovations of siructures conizining
-asbestos material must be i compliance with 15 A
[CebA™ NCAQ 20,1110 () () ) which requires otification and N/A {giiﬂ.\’s}
3 chiys

removal orior to demolition. Contact Asbestos Control
Group 919-707-3950.

Complex Source Permit required under 15 A NCAC

Classtfication. A mintoum fee of $200.00 must sccampany the apphication. Ap additiopal
processing fee based on a percentage o the iotal praoject cost will be required
upon completion,

LT anogon
The Sedimentation Poilation Control Actof 1973 must be properly addressed for any land disturbing activity, An erosion & sedimentation controd plar “ e
11 will be requured if one or more acres to be disturbed. Plan filed with proper Regional Office {Land Quality Section) Al keast 30 days.before beginning | (5((;} ;*-VS
1 y DR - . . . Lo . . . ) ays
: activity. A fee of $O5 for the lirst acre or wny part of an acre, An express review option 15 aveilable with additional fees. A duys)
g7 Sedimentation and erosion congrol must be sddressed in accordance with NCDOT™s approved program.  Parlicudar sttention should be given to design and {30 days)
installation of appropriate perimeter sediment trapping devices as well as stable stormwater conveyanees and outlets, \ ’
On-site mspection usual. Surety bond filed with ENR Bond amount varies with ype mine 36 davs
11 Mining Pernit and number of acres of atfected tand. Any are mined greater than one acre must be 50 d;{lﬁ
permitted. The appropriate bond st be receiverd before the permit can be issued, (60 days
. s : N On-stle mspection by M.C. Division Forest Resources if pormit exceeds 4 days 1 day
1] North Carolina Buming permit ! ¥ permt 54 day (N{;’?\}')
it - : . On-site ispection by N.C. Division Forest Resources requited " more than five meres of
— Special Ground Clearance Bumning Permit - 27 )_ S MEp it e P e quru_ ] ore thase [ive zores ¢ 1 day
] e e ground tlearing netivities ave involved. Inspections should be requesied at least ten days o
counties in eoastal N.C. with organic soils S o i - - {M/AY
before aciual bum is planhed.
7| Oil Refining Facilities NIA 90‘{‘IﬁfA“)ﬁ)’5
I permuis required, application 60 days before begin construction. Applicant must hire N.C.
qualified engineer to: prepare plans, inspect construciion, certify construction is according
to ENR approved plans. May also require perust under mosquito control program, And 4 0 days
Dam Safety Permut 404 permit from Corps o Engineers. An inspeetion of site is necessary o verify Hazard 60 d:;?,;)
U days

ererveremattor-Seprenther 2003




| MNormal Process Time |
TS - - . N statuiory time Himity |
PERMITS SPECIAL APPLICATION PROCEDURES or REQUIREMENTS {statutory timé Rinit)
File surety bond of $5,000 with ENR ranning to State of NC conditional that 16 davs
.......... , N . . . ot ‘ ? U X i ays
{731 Permit o drili exploratory ail or gas welt any well opened by diill operator shall, upon abandenment, be plugged according to N/A
ENR rules and regulations.
(31 Geophysical Bxploration Pesmit /\;mllxcallm;a filed with ;;N?{ at least 10 days prior to issue of permit, Appleation by 10 days
letter. Mo standard application form, MNIA
1] State Lakes Construction Permit A{E)?}l;atlo:l fee is charged based on strugmm size. Must mo_!ude ‘Lie.scrtpimnsx& 15-20 days
drawings of structure & proofl of ownership of ripariay property. N/A
) e 40 days
- fater Quality Certification
i 31 Waler Quality Certificatior N/A (130 days)
s . . - o . _— 35 days
[ CAMA Permit for MAJOR developrens $250.00 fee must accompany application (156 days)
{ ays
- N i : I 22 days
It CAMA Permit for MINOR development $50.00 fee must accompany application (25 days)
Several geodelic monurents are located in or near the project wea. IF any monument needs to be moved or destroved, please notify:
[ N.C. Geodetic Survey, Box 27687 Raleigh, NC 27611
i Abandonment of any wells, if required must be in aceordance with Title 15A. Subchapter 2C.0100.
.| Natificatian of the proper regional offics is requested if "orphan” underground storape tanks (USTS) are discoverad during any excavation operation.
........ . ) . o . L 43 days
il Complimwes with 154 NCAC 21 1000 {Coastal Siosmwater Rules) is required (N/A}
Tar Pambico or Neuse Ripasian Buffer Rules required,
Plans and specifications for the construction, expansion, or alleration of a public water system must be appreved by the Division of Water
[ Resources/Pablic Water Supply Section prior to the award of a contract or the initintion of construction as per | 5A NCAC 18C 0300 ¢(. seq. Plans and 30 davs
"""" i specifications shoald be submitted to 1634 Mail Service Cenier, Raleigh, Notth Caralina 27699-1634. Al public water supply systems must comply : ¥
with state and federal drinking water monitoring requirements. For more information, contact the Public Water Supply Section, (2193 707-9100.
Tf existing water fines will be relocated during the construction, plang for the water line relocation must be submitted 1o the Division of Water
11 Resources/Public Water Supply Section at 1634 Mail Service Center, Rateigh, Novth Caroling 27699-1634. For more information, contact the Public 30 days
Water Supply Section, (9193 707-9100
% Other comments {attach additional pages as necessary, being certain to cite comment authority)
REGIONAL OFFICES
Questions regarding these permits should be addressed to the Regional Office marked below.
= Ashevilie Regional Office i1 Mooresville Regional Office 5 Wilmington Regional Office
2090 US Highway 70 610 East Center Avenue, Suite 301 127 Cardinal Drive Extension
Swannanoa, NC 28778 Mooresville, NC 28113 Wilmington, NC 28405
(828) 296-4500 (704) 663-1699 (910) 796-7215
LI Fayettevilie Regional Office {1 Raleigh Regional Office 0 Winston-Salem Regional Office
225 North Green Street, Suite 714 3800 Barrett Drive, Suite 101 585 Waughtown Sirect
Fayetteviile, NC 28301-3043 Raleigh, NC 27609 Winston-Salem, NC 271067
(910) 433-3300 (919} 791-4200 (336) 771-5000
?K(Nashingtan Regional Gffice

943 Washington Square Mall
Washington, NC 27889
{252)946-6481

Intergovermmental form September 2013




stevenw. Troxer  1NOIth Carolina Department of Agriculture Keith Larick
Commissioner aﬂd COﬂSUHleI.' SeTViCSS Environmental Programs
Agricultural Services

December 13, 2013

Valerie McMillan

NC State Clearinghouse

N.C. Department of Administration
1301 Mail Service Center

Raleigh, North Carolina 27699-1301

State #: 14-E-4220-0235
RE: Improvements to NC 11 and NC 13 in Hertford County

Dear Ms. McMillan:

The proposed route options for improvements to NC 11 and NC 13 in Hertford County have the potential of
irreversible damage and increases the loss of state important farm and forest land in the immediate area. The NCDOT is
encouraged to give due consideration of routing and/or designs that would reduce the potential of negative envirohmental
and economic impacts on farm and forest {and in the proposed work area and choose a route that limits these damages.
Preference should be given to using the existing land resources already being used for the existing NC 11 and NC 13 routes
where feasible.

Farm and forest lands are natural resources with no mitigation process. These agribusiness resources cannot be
replaced nor relocated once converted to other uses. Improvements to NC 11 and NC 13 should preference designs that
reduce patential negative impacts on farms and forest fand. These plans should alse negate the formation of incompatible
and inaccessible land units that degrades agricultural production capabilities associated with the area’s farm and
agribusinesses.

Agricultural production incomes from locaily grown products have a considerable multiplier influence. It is
estimated that for every 40 acres converted from agricultural production, one agribusiness job and its associated economic
activity is lost indefinitely. Furthermore the costs of community services used by agribusiness are usually minimal and
therefore are net contributors to county budgets. Both current and future cost far the conversion land from production
agriculture is needed for an accurate evaluation which is not accurately recognized by the Farmland Conversion Impact Rating
using Form AD 1006.

Based on the secondary, cumulative, and direct impacts, this project has potential to adversely impact the
agricuitural environmental and economic resources. The total negative impact on the environmental and agribusiness
economy will be proportionately related to the totai acres of farm and forest land taken cut of production.

Respectfully,

XY =

Keith Larick
Environmental Programs Specialist

E-mail: keith.larick@ncagr.gov
1001 Mait Service Center, Raleigh, North Carofina, 27699-1001 @ (919) 707-3070 & Fax (919) 716-0105
An Equal Opportunity Affirmative Action Employer



North Carolina Department of Natural and Cultural Resources

State Historic Preservation Office
Ramona M. Bartos, Administrator
Governor Pat McCrory Office of Archives and History
Secretary Susan Kluttz Deputy Secretary Kevin Cherry

October 20, 2015
MEMORANDUM
TO: Matt Wilkerson
Office of Human Environment

NCDOT Division of Highways

2o
FROM:  Ramona M. Bartos &59:,(&«- Ramou W Roatos,

SUBJECT:  Addendum Archaeological Survey and Evaluation, NC 11 and US 13, NC 11/NC 561 near
Ashoskie to US 13/NC 45 near Winston, R-5311; Hertford County, CH 11-1159

Thank you for your letter of September 10, 2015, transmitting the archaeological survey report by Coastal
Carolina Research for the above project.

During the course of the survey, three sites were located within the project APE.

The following properties are determined not eligible for listing in the National Register of Historic Places
(NRHP):

31HF285**, 31HF286**, lack of integrity

A portion of the third site, 31HF287**, may lie outside the APE; however, that portion of the site within
the APE is considered not eligible for the NRHP due to lack of integrity

A fourth site, the Keene Family Cemetery, was recorded outside the APE but within the project’s overall
location corridor. Subsequent to recording, it was assigned site number 31HF288**. It is subject to the
provisions of NC GS 65 should plans ever affect it.

Coastal Carolina Research has recommended that no further archaeological investigation be conducted in
connection with this project. We concur with this recommendation since the project will not involve
significant archaeological resources.

Should project plans change, please contact us.
The above comments are made pursuant to Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act and the

Advisory Council on Historic Preservation’s Regulations for Compliance with Section 106 codified at 36
CFR Part 800.

Location: 109 East Jones Street, Raleigh NC 27601  Mailing Address: 4617 Mail Service Center, Raleigh NC 27699-4617 Telephone/Fax: (919) 807-6570/807-6599



Thank you for your cooperation and consideration. If you have questions concerning the above comment,
contact Renee Gledhill-Earley, environmental review coordinator, at 919-807-6579 or
environmental.review@ncdcr.gov. In all future communication concerning this project, please cite the
above referenced tracking number.

CcC: scpetersen@ncdot.gov
susanbamann@ccrtarboro.com



mailto:environmental.review@ncdcr.gov
mailto:scpetersen@ncdot.gov
mailto:susanbamann@ccrtarboro.com

s 8 R RE e
North Caroline Department of Environment and Natural Resources
Livision of Waste Management

Fat MoCrory Dawter . Matthews John &, Skvarla, H

Governor Director Secratary

Tin Lyn Hardison, Environmental Coordinator

FROM: scott Bullock, Regional UST Supcrvisox'gj/-..g ﬁ—)

7

COPY: Robert Davies, Corrective Action Branch Head

COPY: Kathleen sz.ne(—:; Administrative Secretary

DATE: December 13, 2813

RE: CDBG Environmental Review — Project Number 14-0235- Proposed project for the improvements to NC

i1 and US 13 from NCTI/NC 361 near Ahoskie to US 13/NC 158/NC 43 near Winton, NC

I scarched the Petroleum Underground Storage Tank (UST) and Non-UST Databases and those databases indicated the
following petroleum releases are in the proposed project area (Incident Nambers 6643, 8903, 10675, 11114, 11171,
88120, 88266, and 93018). There is the potential to encounter petrolenm confaminated soils at those incident
locations. However, 1 reviewed the above proposal and determined that this project should not have any adverse impact
upon groundwater. The following comments are pertinent to my review:

1.

(5]

The Washington Regional Office (WaRO) UST Section recommends removal of any abandoned or cut-of-use
petroleum USTs or petroleum above ground storage tanks (ASTs) within the project area. The UST Section should be
contacted regarding use of any proposed or on-site petroleum USTs or ASTs. We may be reached at (252) 946-6481.

Any petroleum USTs or ASTs must be installed and maintained in accordance with applicable local, state, and federal
regulations. For additional information on petroleum ASTs it is advisable that the North Carolina Department of
Insurance at (919) 661-5880 ext. 239, USEPA (404) 562-8761, local fire department, and Local Building lnspectors
be contacted.

Any petroleum spills must be contained and the area of impact must be properly restored. Petroleum spilis of
significant quantity must be reported to the North Carolina Department of Environment & Natural Resources —
Division of Waste Management Underground Storage Tank Section in the Washington Regional Office at {252) 946~
6481,

Any soils excavated during demolition or construction that show evidence of petroleum contamination, such as
stained soil, odors, or free product must be reparted immediately to the local Fire Marshall to determine whether
expiosion or inhalation hazards exist. Also, notify the UST Section of the Washington Regional Office at (252} 946-
6481. Petroleum contaminated soils must be handled in accordance with all applicable regulations.

Any questions or concerns regarding spills from petroleum USTs, ASTSs, or vehicles should be directed to the UST
Section at {252) 946-6481.

I you have any questions or need additional information, please contact me at 252-948-3906,

843 Washington Sa. Mall, Washinglon, NG 27889
Phone 25204564010 Y Internel: hitipAporlal nodeny orglfaebiv

A st Gpooriuniy | Affimative Actios Smployer - 50% Reoyoled b 10% Post Gongumer Paper



Nerth Carolina Department of Environment and Natural Resources
Division of Water Resources
Water Quality Programs
Pat McCrory Thomas A. Reeder John E. Skvarla, 11l
Governor _ Director Secretary

December 31, 2013

MEMORANDUM

TO: Lyn Hardison, Environmental Assistance Coordinator
Department of Environment and Natural Resources

FROM: Harold M. Brady, SEPA Review Coordinator

SUBJECT: Environmental Review - Proposed project is for the improvements to NC 11 and US 13 from NC
H/NC 561 near Ahoskie to US 13/NCIS8/NC 45 near Winton, in Hertford County; TIPR 5311;
DENR#14-0235

Thank you for providing the Division of Water Resources (DWR) an opportunity to provide comments regarding
proposed improvements to NC 11 and US 13 from NC 11/NC 561 near Ahoskie 1o US 13/NC158/NC 45 in Hertford
County.

DWR has no objection fo the proposed project, but offer the following comments from William Hart of the DWR
Washington Regional Office:

1. The project material indicates that the proposed highway improvements will encounter an 8” PVC sewer
tine. Care should be taken to avoid any adverse impacts to any sewer collection systems encountered,

If you have any questions about this comment, please contact me at (919) 707-8005 or harold.m.brady@ncdenr.gov.
Thank you.

1617 Mall Service Center, Raleigh, North Caroling 278981817
Localion: 512 N. Salisbury St. Raleigh, North Caroling 27604
Phone: 918-807-6300 \ Fax: 919-807-8492

imternat: www.newaterguality org

An Egual Opporiunity\Affirmative Action Empieyer



North Carolina D paﬁ:mﬁzf of Environme n% di“ifi Natural Resourcss
Sivision of Water Resours
Waier Quality Programs
Fat Molrory Thomas A, Reader Johe B Skvarta, 1
Governor Director Secretary

December 30, 2013

MEMORANDUM
Tor Lyn Hardison, Environmental Coordinator, Office of Legislative and Intergovernmental
Affairs .
g,m"
From: David W unwrwh i, Division of Water Resources, Centraf Office

subject:  Comments on the Environmental Assessment refated to the proposed improvements to US
PAMNC THrom the NC THNC 367 intersection near Ahoskie to the US 13/158/NC 45
intersection near Winton. Hertford County, Federal Aid Project No. NHF.0013(37),
TP R-5311

SCH#: 14-0235

This office has reviewed the referenced document dated November 2013, The NC Division of Water
Resources (NCDWR) is responsible for the issuance of the Section 401 Water Quality Certification for
activities that impact Waters of the U.S., including wetlands. It is owr understanding that the project as
presented will result in impacts to jurisdictional wetlands, streams, and other surface waters. The
NCDRWE offers the following comments based o review of the aforementioned document;

Project Specific Comments:

I, This project is being planned as part of the 404/NEPA Merger Process. As a participating team
member, the NCDWR will continue to work with the team,

e

All surface waters are elass C: NSW waters of the State. NCDWR 15 very concerned with
sediment and erosion impacts that could result from this project. NCDWR recommends that
highly protective sediment and erosion control BMPs be implemented to reduce the risk of
nutrient runofl (o surface waters in the project area. NCDYWHR reguests that road design plans
provide treatment of the storm water runoff through best management practices as detailed in the
most recent version of NCOWR s Stormwater Best Management Practices.

General Comments:

J

3. After the selection of the ;'jrc{enu! alternative and prior to issuance of the 401 Water Quality
Certification, the NCDOT 15 respectfuliy reminded that they will need to demonstrate the
avoidance and minimization of impacts to wetlands and strears o the maximum extent practical.
In accordance with the Bovironmendal Management Commission’s Rules (15A NCAC
2H.0500[h]), mitigation will be required for impacts of greate thm I acre to wetlands or impacis
greater than 150 Iiear feet fo any single stream. In the event that mitigation is required, the

. e
S Or bh,d‘"(} m%

i B i L
,;wrﬂm WY mi;v'ui@rf;zmu arg o 2 ﬁéﬁig%jﬁj




mitigation plan shall be designed to replace appropriate lost funcrions and values, The NC
Ecosystent Enkancement Program may be available for use as wetland mitigation.

4. Future documentation, including the 401 Water Quality Certification Application, should

continue to include an itemized listing of the proposed wetland and stream impacts with
carresponding mapping.

5. The 401 Water Quality Certification application will need to specifically address the proposed

methods for stormwater management. More specifically, stormwater shall not be permitted to
discharge directly into streams or surface waters.

6. Based on the information presented in the document, the magnitude of impacts to wetlands and

streams may require an Individual Permit (IP) application to the Corps of Engineers and
corresponding 401 Water Quality Certification. Please be advised that a 401 Water Quality
Certification requires satisfactory protection of water quality o ensure that water quality
standards are met and no wetiand or stream uses are lost. Final permit authorization will require
the submittal of a formal application by the NCDOT and written concurrence from the NCDWIL
Please be aware that any approval will be contingent on appropriate avoidance and minimization
of wetland and stream impacts to the maximum extent practical, the development of an
acceptable stormwater management plan, and the inclusion of appropriate mitigation plans where
appropriate.

The NCDWR appreciates the opportunity 1o provide comments on your project. Should you have any
questions or reguire any additiona! information, please conmat David Wainwright at (919} 767-8787 or
David Wainwright@ncdenr.gov,

cCl

Tracey Wheeler, US Army Corps of Engineers, Washington Field Office (electronic copy only)
Clarence Coleman, Federal Highway Administration (electronic copy only)

Chris Militscher, Environmental Protection Agency (electronic copy only)

Travis Wilson, NC Wildlife Resources Commission (electronic copy only)

Cathy Brittingham, Division of Coastal Management (¢lectronic copy only)

Crarcy Ward, NCDWR Washington Regional Office (electronic copy anly)

Fite Copy



& North Carolina Wﬂdhfe Resources Commissmﬁ -

Gordon Myers, Executive Director
MEMORANDUM

TOC: Lyn Hardison, Environmental Assistance Coordinator
Division of Environmental Assistance and Qutreach, DENR

FROM: Travis Wilson, Highway Project Coordinator g: W
Habitat Conservation Program
DATE: December 30, 2013

SUBJECT:  North Carolina Department of Transportation (NCDOT) Environmental
Assessment (EA) for the proposed improvements to NC 11 and US 13, Herﬂford
County, North Carolina. TIP No. R-5311, SCH Project No. 14-0235.

Staff biologists with the N. C. Wildlife Resources Commission have reviewed the subject
EA and are familiar with habitat values in the project area. The purpose of this review was to
assess project impacts to fish and wildlife resources. Our comments are provided in accordance
with certain provisions of the National Environmental Policy Act (42 U.S.C. 4332(2)(c)) and the
Fish and Wildlife Coordination Act (48 Stat. 401, as amended; 16 U.S.C. 661-6674). ’

NCDOT is proposing to improve NC 11 and US 13 from just south of the NC 561
intersection with NC 11 to the US 13 interchange at US 158 and NC 45. This project is being
planned under the NEPA/Section 404 Merger 01 process, WRC is represented in this process and
comments provided in conjunction with this process have been documented. We do not have
. any specific comments on the document; however we will continue to assess the impacts |
associated with the remaining alternatives in preparation for the selection of the LEDPA and for
further avoidance and minimization measures. Thank you for the opportunity to comment on
this EA. If we can be of any further assistance please call me at (919) 707-0370.

cc: Gary Jordan, USFWS
David Wainwright, DWQ
Tracy Wheeler, USACE
Chris Militscher, USEPA
Cathy Brittingham, DCM

Mailing Address: Division of Inland Fisheries » 1721 Mail Service Center + Raleigh, NC 27699 1721
Telephone: (919) 707-0220 « Fax: (919) 707-0028



APPENDIX B

NEPA /404 MERGER PROCESS CONCURENCE FORMS









NEPA/404 MERGER TEAM MEETING AGREEMENT

Concurrence Point No. 3: Least Environmentally Damaging Practicable Alternative (LEDPA)

Federal Aid Project Number: NHF-0013(37)

State Project Number: WBS Element 45449.1.1

TIP Project Number: R-5311

Description: Improvements to US 13/ NC 11 from NC 11/ NC 561 to US 13/

US 158/ US 45 in Hertford County

Following review of the Detailed Study Alternatives presented in the Environmental Assessment,
the NEPA/Section 404 Merger Team has concluded the alternative identified below is the Least
Environmentally Damaging Practicable Alternative.

Alternative 1  X*  Alternative-3 Alternative 5 Alternative 6
*During final design, NCDOT will investigate interchange designs to reduce wetland impacts.

The Project Team concurred the above identified alternative is the Least Environmentally

Damaging and Practicable Alternative. )
DocuSigned by:

QW V\W3/2015

7EACA9008DE24E8

US Army Corps of Engineers

DocuSigned by:
tyntiia Ven CLEMele

~—7ECF19B3FF8144D...

US Environmental Protection Agency

US Fish and Wildlife Service ABSTAIN

DocuSigned by:

. Abstain
NC Wildlife Resources Commission Travis Wilsn

DocuSigned by STO60DUB0GZEAS0

(RW,, A B anlesy

C26AT556A275464

DocuSigned by:

NC Department of Cultural Resources

( ( 015

NCDENR, Division of Water Resources DMX WNWM

DocuSigned by: —— 7TADAAGEAZ057400 .
NC Department of Transportation Kim Ailespie /15

ESAASABEEZ574FE. .. R

DocuSigned by:
. . . 1d G. L

Federal Highway Administration KbML}v &. kRS2 ucas

DocuSigned by: ~—— 7707B71B714A4F1...

NC Division of Coastal Managment W"( 6”**"‘%&% VL

DE3BD6781DB34D1... DocuSigned by:

JuTine Oakos 4/9/2015

~——67E5736DTE3C443...

Peanut Belt RPO
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NEPA/404 MERGER TEAM MEETING AGREEMENT

Concurrence Point No. 2A: Bridging Decisions & Alignment Review

PROJECT INFORMATION:

Federal Aid Project Number:
State Project Number:

TIP Project Number:

TIP Description:

R-5311

NHF-0013(37)
WBS Element 45449.1.1

Improvements to US 13/NC 11 from NC 11/ NC 561 to

US 13/US 158/US 45 in Hertford County

The Project Team concurred on this date of June 18, 2012 that the only major hydraulic structures
on this project will be those listed in Table 1 below. All other structures are anticipated to have

hydraulic openings of 72-inches or less.

Table 1: Hydraulic Structure Recommendations

Recommended Stream
Stream Station Alternative Existing Structure Impacts
Structure (linear feet)
SZ 82+40 All 3 @ 48-inch RCP Retain & extend 165
Mill Branch | 309+48 3&5 2 @ 48-inch RCP Minimum required 255
hydraulic structure

RCP - reinforced concrete pipe
RCBC - reinforced concrete box culvert

US Army Corps of Engineers

US Environmental Protection Agency
US Fish and Wildlife Service
National Marine Fisheries Service
Federal Highway Administration

NC Wildlife Resources Commission
NC Department of Cultural Resources
NC Division of Water Resources

NC Division of Coastal Management
NC Division of Marine Fisheries

NC Department of Transportation

Peanut Belt Rural Planning Organization
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NEPA/404 MERGER TEAM MEETING AGREEMENT

REVISED ~ Concurrence Point No. 2; Design Options for Defailed Study

PROJECT NO./TIP NO./ NAME/IDESCRIPTION:

Federal Aid Project Number: NHF-0013(37)
State Project Number;
TIP Project Number:
T Description:

R-5311

WBS Element 45449,1.1

Improvements to US 13/ NC 11 from NG 11/ NC 561 to US 13/

US 1587 US 45 in Hertford County

The Project Team concurred on this date of September 19, 2012 that the following alternatives {as
indicated in the right cofumn) be carried forward for detalled study,

Y 'co'ntr'o!’ CEREL D e
S R yplcali,, : . ~of s Intersectlonllnterchange Lo
_Alternative| Section | Li ' Access T dDesceriptions” T o Yes/No~
interchauges at NC 11/NC
Four-lane | new 561, SR 1212/SR 1213, US Yes
Alternative 1 | divided {ocation* Freeway Full 13/NC 461
Interchanges at NG 11/NC
Four-lane | Existing 561, SR 1212/SR 1213, US No
Alternative 2 | divided location Freeway Full 13/NC 461
Interchanges at NC 11/NC
Four-fane | Existing 561, SR 1212/5R 1243, US Yes
Alternative 3 | divided location Expressway Partial | 13/NC 461
Interchanges at NC 1HNC
Two-fane | Existing 561, SR 1212/SR 1213, US No
Alternative 4 | undivided | location Expressway Partial | 13/NC 461; no widening
Conversion of intersections to
superstreet at NC 11/NC 561, Yes
Four-lane | Existing SR 1212/SR 1213, US 13/NC
Alternative 5 | divided location Superstreet Partial | 461
Superstreet Conversion of intersections to
Part on on existing’ Supefstfeet at NC 11/NC 561, Yes
Alternative 6 | divided location* | new location | Partial | 461

*The new location segment would extend from US 13/8R 1212 (Shorcut Road) to US 13/NC 461, east of existing US 13,

US Army Gorps of Engineers

S Environmentiat Protection Agency

LIS Fish and Wildlife Service

NC Wildlife Resources Commission

NC Department of Culiural Resources

NCDENR, Division of Water Quality

NC Department of Transportation
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Federal Highway Administration 6@4 L Ck/ 9/ 201 e
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NCDENR, Division of Marine Fisheries




NEPA/404 MERGER TEAM MEETING AGREEMENT

Concurrence Point No. 1: Purpose and Need

PROJECT NO./TIP NO./ NAME/DESCRIPTION:

Federal Aid Project Number: NHF-0013(37)

State Project Number: WBS Element 45449.1.1

TIP Project Number: R-5311

TIP Description: US 13/NC 11 from the NC 11-561 intersection to the US 13-158/

NC 45 intersection, Hertford County

The Project Team concurred on this date of September 14, 2011 with the purpose of and
need for the proposed project as stated below and the project study area as described
below and shown in the attached exhibit.

Purpose and Need of Proposed Project
The purpose of this project is to improve the safety of the NC 11/US 13 corridor betw een the
NC 11-561 intersection and the US 13-158/NC 45 intersection in Hertford County.
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APPENDIX C

FARMLAND CONVERSION (NRCS FORM AD-1006)



U.S. Department of Agriculture

FARMLAND CONVERSION IMPACT RATING

PART | (To be completed by Federal Agency) Date Of Land Evaluation Request  g/9/13
Name OfProject R 5311; Improvements to US13 and NC11 Federal Agency Involved - yyAINCDOT
Proposed Land Use Transportation - Hnghway lmprovements County And Stéle  Hertfard, North Garolina
PART Il (To be completed by NRCS) e TR o Date Request Recelved By NRCS - 8,’5!13
Does the site contain prime, unique,’ staiewrde or local important farmland? - Yes . .NO : Average Farm Size
{ff no, the FPPA doss nof appl o not comp!ete additional parts of this form). Vil : 482C
Major Crop{s) ' -{Farmable Land In Gov, Jurisdiction R 3 Amount Of Farmland As Defined in FPPA
Acres: 184173 i . % 81 Acres L 478781 v %79

Name Of Local Site Asaessment System : Date Land Evaluation Retumed By NRCS _ '

Nameg Of Land Eva[uatzon Sysle ¥

Herlford LE None . : 8123113 by YL
Alternatwe Sile Rating *
PART lIl (To be completed by Federal Agency) Se A Site B Site C SieD
A. Total Acres To Be Converted Directly
B. Total Acres To Be Converted Indirectly 77.6 1004 98.4
C. Total Acres In Site 77.6 1004 984
P_ \ RT v (To be completed by NRCS) Land Evaluation Information %5 I
A ‘Tolal Acres Prime And Unique Farmland SRR 0.5 1429
B. - Tolal Acres Statewide And Local Important Farmland 67.2 755
C.-Percentage Of Farmiand In Cotinty Or Local Govt. Unit To Be Converied . {0.0 =101
D. Percentage Of Fammland In Gowt, Jurisdiction With Same Or Higher Relative Value | 58.1 1408
PART V (To be completed by NRCS} 1 ahd Evaluation Criterion 47 0 0
Relative Value Of Fammland To Be.Converted {Scale of 0 to 100 Points) :
PART Vi (To be complefed by Federal Agency) Maximun
Site Assessment Crileria (These ciiteria are explained in 7 CFR 658.5(b) Points
1. Area In Nonurban Use 15 15 15 15 15
2. Perimeter In Nonurban Use 10 10 9 9 10
3. Percent Of Site Being Farmed 20 17 14 12 17
4. Proteclion Provided By State And Local Government 20 0 0 0 0
5. Distance From Urban Builtup Area 0 0 0 0 0
8. Distance To Urban Support Services 0 0 0 0 0
7. Size Of Present Farm Unit Compared To Average 10 8 9 8 6
8. Creation Of Nonfarmable Farmland 25 25 25 25 25
9. Availability Of Farm Support Services 5 5 5 5 5
10, On-Fam Investments 20 15 15 15 15
11. Effects Of Conversion On Farm Support Services 25 0 ¢ 0 0
12. Compatibility With Existing Agricultural Use 10 1 1 1 1
TOTAL SITE ASSESSMENT POINTS 160 94 93 88 ‘ 94
PART VII (To be completed by Federal Agency)
Relative Value Of Farmland (From Part V) 100 47 57 0 ¢
}S’Iggéaégf S?g?s:nstjsmenl {From Part VI abave or a focal 180 94 93 88 o4
TOTAL POINTS (Tofal of above 2 lines) 260 141 150 88 94
. . Was A Local Site Assessment Used?
Site Selected: Date Of Selection Yes [ No
Reason For Selection: ‘
{See Instructions on reverse side) ' Form AD-1006 {10-83)

This form was eleclronically produced by National Production Senvices Staff
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